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limitation, although we were not present
when the unanimous-consent agreement
was effected; but we do think there
ought to be a short period of time in
which we might place matters in the
Recorp and make 5- or 10-minute pres-
entations to the Senate, before the Sen-
ate proceeds to the consideration of the
Post Office and Treasury appropriation
hill.

Mr. McFARLAND. I may say to my
good friend that I am hopeful we can
finish that bill tomorrow. On Friday,
as the hours grow later, it will be harder
to keep Senators on the floor.

Mr. McCARRAN. I realize that.

Mr. McFARLAND. I would rather
they would wait until after we finish.
Tomorrow will be Friday. That is why
I should like to finish the bill tomorrow.
T should like to dispose of both appro-
priation bills tomorrow, if possible.

Mr. McCARRAN. I have matters
which must be taken up because of the
running of time.

Mr. McFARLAND. I know what the
Senator has in mind. They would be
matters of business, not merely speeches,
and we might be able to dispose of them.
They would involve the transaction of
business. I shall be glad to confer with
the Senator about them.

Mr. McCARRAN. There may be some
speeches in connection with them,

Mr. McFARLAND. I do not think
there will be many speeches. But I shall
confer with the Senator. I think we
might arrange with him to dispose of
the resolution about which he has spok-
en to me. I know what he has in mind.

Mr, McCARRAN, I thank the Sena-
tor,

RECESS

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate stand in recess
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6
o’clock and 47 minutes p, m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Fri-
day, July 27, 1951, at 12 o'clock merid-
ian.

NOMINATION

Executive nomination received by the
Senate July 26 (legislative day of July
24), 1951:

IN THE ARMY

Col. John D. Billingsley, 017188, for ap-
pointment as professor of ordnance, United
States Military Academy, under the provi-
sions of Public Law 449, Seventy-ninth
Congress, and section 520 of the Officer Per-
sonnel Act of 1947.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Trurspay, JuLy 26, 1951

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Reverend William Eckman,
8. T. M. associate rector of Christ
Church in Philadelphia, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Almighty God, who hast given us this
good land for our heritage, we humbly
beseech Thee that we may always prove
ourselves a people mindful of Thy favor
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and glad to do Thy will. Bless our land
with honorable industry, sound learning,
and pure manners. Save us from vio-
lence, discord, and confusion; from pride
and arrogancy, and from every evil way.
Defend our liberties, and fashion into
one united people the multitudes brought
hither out of many kindreds and tongues.
Endue with the spirit of wisdom those
to whom in Thy name we entrust the
authority of government, that there may

be justice and peace at home, and that,

through obedience to Thy law, we may
show forth Thy praise among the na-
tions of the earth. In the time of pros-
perity, fill our hearts with thankfulness,
and in the day of trouble, suffer not our
trust in Thee to fail; all which we ask
through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on July 23, 1951, the Presi-
dent approved and signed a bill of the
House of the following title:

H. R, 3804. An act to limit the retroactive
application of the income tax to employees
of the United States working in the pos-
sessions or in the Canal Zone.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE CLERKE OF
THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House, which was read:

Jury 26, 1951,
The honorable the SPEAKER,
House of Representatives.

Sm: A certificate of election in due form
of law, showing the election of Mrs. Er1Za-
BETH KEE as a Representative-elect to the
Eighty-second Congress from the Fifth Con-
gressional District of the State of West Vir-
ginia, to fill the vacancy caused by the death
of the Honorable John Eee, is on file in this
office.

Very truly yours,
RALPH R. ROBERTS,
Clerk of the House of Representatives.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBER

Mrs. KEE appeared at the bar of the
House and took the oath of office.

AMENDING TATIFF ACT OF 1930

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 2192) to
amend section 313 (b) of the Tariff Act
of 1930, with Senate amendments
thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ments, as follows:

Page 1, line 5§, strike out “Draw-Back"
and insert “DRAWBACK.”

Page 1, line 6, strike out “sugar;” and
insert “sugar, or."”

Page 1, line 6, strike out *“nonferrous
metal;” and insert “metal, or.”

Page 1, line 7, strike out *“nonferrous
metal; flaxseed and linseed, and flaxseed
and” and insert “metal, or flaxseed or lin-
seed, or flaxseed or.”

Page 2, line 3, strike out “draw-back” and
insert “drawback.”

Page 2, line 4, strike ou

i, - ¥F d.
insert “sugar, or.” - i
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Page 2, lines 4 and 5, strike out “nonfer=-
rous metal;" and insert “metal, or.”

Page 2, lines 5 and 6, strike out “non-
ferrous metal; flaxseed and linseed, and flax-
seed and” and insert “metal, or flaxseed or
linseed, or flaxseed or.”

Page 2, line 7, strike out “draw-back” and
insert “drawback.”

Page 2, line 9, strike out “draw-back” and
insert “drawback.”

Page 2, line 10, strike out “merchandise,”
and insert “merchandise.”

My, JENKINS. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, the minority ap-
prove these amendments. We have no
objection to them.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

REDUCTIONS IN FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECoRrb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I am in
thorough agreement with the objectives
of the Jensen rider which has been at-
tached to the several appropriation bills,
I believe most Members of the House are
firm believers in the objectives.

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JEN-
sEN] deserves credit for having insisted
upon these reductions in Federal employ-
ment. However, it is my opinion that
mechanically the amendment would be
more workable if the various conferees
would give attention to certain changes
in the amendment.

The amendment provides that up to
25 percent of the vacancies occurring in
the various departments shall not be
filled, with certain exceptions. In this
time of emergency notwithstanding the
fact that most Federal employees do a
good job, we must curtail domestic ex-
penditures, including the total number
of Federal employees. When we do that
in any given agency and make the reduc-
tions in employees it makes it even more
necessary that some discretion be given
to the operating head of the agency to
use the remaining employees to the best
advantage. Under the Jensen amend-
ment, as I see it, practically all the va-
cancies might occur in one branch or
in one agency and none in another, The
vacancies might occur where the work-
load was the heaviest and no vacancies
might occur where the load was the light-
est. Also the operating head of the
agency might well fill all the high-priced
vacancies and let those unfilled be at
the low levels, though the latest approach
was to give some degree of protection
to the lowest level.

My suggestion would be to retain the
objectives of the Jensen rider, with due
credit to the gentleman from Iowa, but
modify it by providing that each agency
should reduce its personnel by a given
number or given percentage each quar-
ter of the year, such reauired reduction
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being for the quarter and fixing it so
that the goal or total reduction as pro-
vided for the quarter be completed by
the end of such quarter. Such provision
should provide that inscfar as practical
such reduction should be made by not
filling vacanciess Either in the provi-
sions of the act or in the committee re-
port it should be provided that in making
the reductions the agency should not
substantially raise the average grade
classification or average salary.

Such approach would bring about the
needed reductions. It would give to the
operating héad of the agency leeway and
discretion within his agency so as to meet
the workload problems and require the
reductions in those points where the
workload was least. And further this
would see to it that the reduction made
was on such basis as not to leave vacan-
cies at the lower level by keeping the
higher-priced postions filled.

I think this approach is workable.
Certainly I feel that my efforts in the
Congress would indicate that I am sin-
cere in my suggestions. I was the author
of the Whitten rider last year which
limits the total number of employees to
that of September 1, 1950, and which
further prevents the upgrading of per-
manent employees which was done in
the last war at a cost of about a billion
dollars a year in Government operating
expenses. The rider which I wrote last
year is estimated to save about one-half
billion dollars a year and will be up for
consideration for continuance in the next
few weeks.

Mr. Speaker, I hope my suggestion here
may have the consideration of those han-
dling the various conferences on appro-
priations.

TERMINATING THE STATE OF WAR BE-
TWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE
GOVERNMENT OF GERMANY

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, reported the following privileged
resolution (H. Res. 356, Rept. No, 758),
which was referred to the House calen-
dar and ordered to be printed.

Resolved, That immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the considera-
tion of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 280)
to terminate the state of war between the
United States and the Government of Ger-
many. That after general debate which
shall be confined to the joint resolution and
continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be equally
divided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, the joint resolution shall
be read for amendment under the 5-minute
rule. At the conclusion of the considera-
tion of the joint resolution for amendment,
the Committee shall rise and report the
Joint resolution to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted and
the previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the joint resolution and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without in-
tervening motion except one motion to
recommit.

REPORT ON THE WORK OF THE UNITED

' NATIONS—MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI-
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 196)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the.United States, which was
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read, and, together with the accompany-
ing papers, referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be
printed with illustrations:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith, pursuant to the
United Nations Participation Act, a re-
port on our participation in the work of
the United Nations during 1950.

It is a record of decision and action in
the face of danger and, at the same time,
a record of increasing efforts to promote
human progress in the attainnrent of the
basic objectives of the United Nations
Charter. It is for the .nost part a rec-
ord of solidarity among United Nations
members against aggression.

The struggle of the United Nations
against Communist aggression in 1950
has a deep significance that reaches be-
yond the momentary successes and re-
verses recorded. This significance lies
in the simple fact that the United Na-
tions acted promptly and resolutely, and
with success, against deliberate, treach-
erous, and well-prepared aggression,
The aggressors and their supporters un-
doubtedly believed that the organiza-
tion and its members would not come to
the defense of Korea with timely and
effective help. It is probable that one
of the purposes of the attack was to
break down—through such a failure—
any possibility of effective United Na-
tions action against aggression in the
future.

As the world knows, the United Na-
tions met the assault squarely and with-
out hesitation. In so doing, it made
clear that an aggressor will not be al-
lowed to isolate and destroy his victims
one by one. The United Nations elected
to act now rather than to drift passively
once more down the fatal trail of failure
to oppose aggression which leads finally
to total war. Thousands of men have
therefore sacrificed their lives in Korea
to the end that millions may not lose
their lives in a world war.

There is much to indicate that the
resolute resistance of United Nations
troops has given pause to those aggres-
sive forces which coldbloodedly brought
tragedy to Korea.

In these great events the United States
has taken a worthy and responsible part.
American troops fighting in Korea are
a major bulwark of the international
community against the barbarous
forces that would debase and destroy it.
American fichting men have rarely in
all our history struck more important
blows for human freedom and welfare.
I am proud—and I know the American
people are proud—of the fight which our
men, together with their comrades in
arms, have waged in Korea.

The army and people of the Republic
of Korea have heroically and patiently
endured the brunt of the Communist
aggression. The story of their unwa-
vering resistance to that aggression is an
epic in the annals of the struggle of free
men to maintain their liberty and in-
dependence.

I should like to pay special tribute
to the gallant fighting men of the other
countries who defended the cause of the
United Nations in battle during 1950—
men from Australia, Belgium, Canada,
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France, Greece, Luxemburg, the Neth-
erlands, New Zealand, the Philippines,
Thailand, Turkey, the Union of South
Africa, and the United Kingdom.

Fighting units for Ethiopia arrived in
Eorea in early May 1951, and units from
Colombia arrived in early June 1951,
Hospital units and ships from Denmark,
India, Norway, and Sweden also are
operating in the Korean area.

United Nations action in Korea has
been truly collective action. Concrete
aid in the form of combat troops, ships
and planes, field hospitals and medical
equipment, other equipment, supplies,
and food has been made available by
39 members of the United Nations; po-
litical support, by no less than 53 mem-
bers. These countries vary greatly in
their abilities to contribute to a collec-
tive military operation such as that in
Eorea. Contributions equal in number
and identical in kind are obviously im-
possible. Nevertheless it must be recog-
nized that every free country, large and
small, is vitally—and I should say
equally—interested in world security.

Much has been said in the Congress
and in public forums on all phases of.
our action in Korea. Discussion and
honest criticism are in the best tradi-
tions of our people and are in fact essen-
tial to the working of our system of Gov-
ernment. As on other subjects, I wel-
come them in connection with our rec-
ord in the United Nations. Throughout
the world, Communist propaganda has
of course sought to represent this coun-
try’s action as imperialism dictated by
material interests. I do not believe that,
wherever the channels of opinion are
free, our basic purposes will be misun-
derstood. Our action in the Korean
crisis was not dictated by any American
material interest there. We neither
so1ight nor do we seek any special posi-
tion or privilege in Korea. Our action
in the crisis was motivated by our deep
conviction of the importance of prevent-
ing a breakdown of the international
security system and of the principles of
the Charter. I was convinced then, and
I am convinced now, that to have ig-
nored the appeal of Korea for aid, to
have stood aside from the assault upon
the.Charter, would have meant the end
of the United Nations as a shield against
aggression. . It might have meant the
end of any possibility that collective se-
curity could be made to work.

Under the Charter, the United Nations
must afford protection against aggres-
sion, whether committed by big countries
or by small countries. Just as the United
Nations branded as aggression the orig-
inal assault by the North Korean Com-
munist regime, so it has branded as ag-
gression the later intervention by the
Chinese Communist regime and its at-
tack upon United Nations forces. There
are not two laws, one for small and one
for large countries. Indeed it is hard
to see how the United Nations could ever
operate under such a double standard.
This does not of course mean that the
United Nations has acted blindly, with-
out carefully considering the effects of
its measures. In fact the record shows
a most careful concern by the great ma-
jority of members, including this coun-
try, to avoid extension of the conflict
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and to preserve unity while maintaining
our objective of resisting aggression.

While our primary and immediate
task has been defense against aggression
and the creation of collective measures
for accomplishing this more effectively,
we have not lost sight of the objective
of creating an international security sys-
tem based upon the reduction and con-
trol of armaments. In my statement to
the General Assembly on October 24,
1950, I made clear our continued deter-
mination to work toward this goal in
every practicable way.

The aggression against tl.e United Na-
tions has brought home to all peoples the
imperative need for developing more
effective means to deal with aggression
within the framework of the United
Nations. The Korean case has demon-
strated that the United Nations can act
effectively against aggression through
recommendations of the Security Coun-
cil, or the General Assembly, if the Secu-
rity Council is paralyzed by the veto.
But in Korea the participating nations
had to improvise their measures from
the ground up.

It was to meet this need that the Sec-
retary of State launched at the begin-
ning of the General Assembly in Sep-
tember 1950 the proposals which were
developed into the Uniting for Peace
Resolution. Mr. Acheson said:

The world waits to see whether we can
build on the start we have made. The
United Nations must move forward ener=
getically to develop a more adequate system
of collective securlty. If it does not move
forward, it will move back.

# * * The General Assembly can and
should organize itself to discharge its re-
sponsibility promptly and decisively if the
Becurity Council is prevented from acting.

This resolution can mark the begin-
ning of a great step forward in the devel-
opment of the United Nations as an
instrument for collective action to main-
tain peace and put down aggression. We
place great hope in the program pro-
jected by this resolution, particularly the
provisions relative to the maintenance by
members of the United Nations of armed
forces for possible service as United Na-
tions units, and the Collective Measures
Committee set up to study and report
on possible methods of maintaining and
strengthening international peace and
security. We shall give our full support
to the aims and objectives of the program
and to the work of this committee in de-
veloping them.

Despite the emphasis which the United
Nations has been compelled to give dur-
ing the last year to action to meet ag-
gression, it has intensified rather than
slackened its various activities to pro-
mote human progress in attainment of
other basic objectives of the Charter.

One of the fundamental human aspi-
rations is the desire to control one’s own
destiny or, phrased in another way, to
exercise the rights of self-government or
independence. The organs of the United
Nations which are charged with the re-
sponsibility of fulfilling the purposes of
the Charter with respect to the devel-
opment of non-self-governing people
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made notable progress during the past
year. The United States has contributed
fully to these efforts,

The United Nations has intensified its
efforts to combat the perennial enemies
of mankind—hunger, disease, and ig-
norance. Through many channels and
in numerous programs, the United Na-
tions and the specialized agencies have
furthered the basic goal of “the creation
of conditions of stability and well-being
which are necessary for peaceful and
friendly relations among nations.” Of
particular significance this past year was
the inauguration of an expanded pro-
gram of technical assistance for the eco-
nomic development of underdeveloped
countries. Some 56 countries of the free
world have participated by making con-
tributions, and 48 countries have initi-
ated programs designed to use the facili-
ties of the United Nations and specialized
agencies in the development of their own
human and material resources and in
raising their standards of living. The
United States has actively supported
these activities and will continue to do so.

The weakness and the strength of the
United Nations manifested in 1950 were
those of a human endeavor which is still
in its infanecy. Despite centuries of ef-
fort, nations have only recently been
able to cooperate effectively on a world-
wide scale to achieve security and their
other common purposes. In our limited
experience we have met with many dif-
ficulties and reverses and will meet more
in the future. But we have als> achieved
tangible success, and this success gives
ground for hope that we are moving
ahead on the right track. It is essential
for all of us to understand that a stable
peace can be achieved only through long,
hard work and sacrifice. I am sure that
the people of this country and of practi-
cally all countries realize that the goal
of peace is worth this work and this
sacrifice,

Under the stress of events in 1950 the
members of the United Nations did not,
of course, always see completely eye to
eye. Nevertheless as loyal members the
great majority strove tc accommodate
their views and action to the fullest pos-
sible extent in the interest of the major
purposes of the United Nations. No na-
tion has a monopoly of wisdom. Even
among peoples sincerely devoted to
United Nations principles—the over-
whelming majority—there are bound to
be differences concerning the best meth-
ods of putting these principles into ef-
fect. When we attempt honestly and
frankly to work out these differences in
the common interest, no one nation can
expect to have its way completely. But
decisions that are the result of ‘discus-
sions by many countries have a moral
and political force in the international
community which unilateral decisions
seldom have.

Two years ago I said that the first
point of our four-point foreign-policy
program would be “to give unfaltering
support to the United Nations and re-
lated agencies” and “to continue to
search for ways to strengthen their au-
thority and increase their effectiveness.”
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The record of our participation in
1950, set forth in the following pages,
shows that we have not faltered in our
support. I know the American people
are determined to persevere in this
course,

Hagry S. TRUMAN.

THE WHITE HoUsE, July 26, 1951.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I
make the point of order that there is no
quorum present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no
quorum present.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move
a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to
their names:

[|Roll No. 134]
Allen, La, Engle Murdock
Arends Gavin Murray, Tenn.
Barden Gillette Murray, Wis.
Boggs, La. Gore Norblad
Bolling Gwinn O'Brien, Mich.
Boykin Hall, Edwin Perkins
Breen Arthur Powell
Brehm Halleck Reams
Brooks Hoffman, I11. Shelley
Busbey Hollifleld Smith, Kans.
Bush Irving Steed
Chatham Judd Tackett
Coudert Kelley, Pa. Vall
Curtis, Mo. Lucas Wier
Dawson Miller, N. Y. Wilson, Ind.
Dingell Morris ood, Ga.
Durham Moulder Woodruff

The SPEAKER. On this roll call, 383
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND THE
JUDICIARY APPROPRIATION BILL, FIS-
CAL YEAR 1952

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the hill (H. R. 4740) mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments
of State, Justice, Commerce, and the
Judiciary, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House .
on the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H. R. 4740, with
Mr. Coorer in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN., When the Com-
mittee rose yesterday the Clerk had
read down to and including line 6 on
page 57 of the bill. Before the Com-
mittee rose it had agreed to pass over
temporarily the section on International
Information and Educational Activities
beginning on line 7 on page 12 of the bill
until today when it shall be the first
order of business.

There is now pending to that section
the amendment of the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. CrLEVENGER], who had been
recognized for 10 minutes.

Without objection the Clerk will again
report the amendment of the gentle-
man from Ohio, and the gentleman from
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Ohio [Mr. CLEVENGER] is recognized for
10 minutes.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CLEVENGER:
On page 15, line 3, strike out "“$85,000,000”
and insert “$70,000,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
CLEVENGER].

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLEVENGER. I yield.

Mr. MARSHALL. Is the gentleman
from Ohio in favor of spending §70,-
000,000 for the Voice of America Infor-
mation Service?

Mr. CLEVENGER. I think after I
am through with my speech you will
get the answer.

Mr. Chairman, in asking for this time,
I had considerable misgivings that I
would touch off emotional oratory on
this very important subject. This I do
not wish to do. That front has been
well covered. I want to justify this as a
rational necessary action for this House
to take. I am sure that no such sum as
seventy millions would have been allow-
ed had we moved along 3 months ago and
marked up this bill following our action
cutting eighty-nine millions off this fan-
tastic building project.

We had allowed $32,700,000 1 year ago
and the actual appropriation to this
activity was $31,700,000, September 19,
1951, when the joint action of the two
Houses was agreed to the sum of §31,-
100,000, 1949; $34,000,000, 1950; plus
$13,300,000 supplementals for building.

For 1951, the $31,700,000 was allowed.
Late in 1951 came supplementals for
some $98,500,000, which your subcom-
mittee cut to about $82,000,000, a sum of
money none of the men connected with
this program had the knowledge or ex-
perience to plan to spend. The result
is this “‘oleo” of what the world and this
Congress is justly dismayed and con-
cerned about.

It has caused these men to turn to
propaganda drives to sell their brain-
storm to the American public and to
light fires under Members of Congress.
Speakers were always available to run
here and there, before this and that
group of intellectuals and naive and in-
nocent do-gooders and one-worlders, al-
mest rivaling the sales campaign of a
famous Louisiana produzt for the cure
of th2 ills of mankind. No man can read
the more than 200 pages of hearings on
this item and follow our chairman the
gentleman from New York [Mr. RooNEY]
as he patiently tried to find out what
made this outfit tick without realizing
that they got many, many millions more
than they had the capacity to use.

This $85,000,000 is $13,000,000 more
than we are allowing the whole State
Department for salaries and expenses
which sum is $73,000,000. We should not
allow this army of employees to be re-
cruited to a strength of 12,000 and per-
manently saddled on our sadly harassed
people. In these State Department
totals, for several years there appeared
the sum of $70,000,000 for displaced per-
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sons. rondly did we on the committee
hope that with passing last year of this
item that we could bring you in a bill
around $200,000,000 or only ten times the
amount of 1940, but this new sprawling,
bawling colossus is eating up all that
and crying to be doubled and redoubled
like a bid in auction bridge.

It is an appeal to reason I am mak-
ing. I apologize for the meager request
I am making, but I hope you will sus-
tain me in it. It is the best I can get
for you with any hope for successful
adoption.

What we need is a new American creed
in foreign policy; one so plain all can
understand, so short none can distort.

International information and educa-
tional activities conducted by the De-
partment of State have been in progress
for several years. The presumed pur-
pose of the activities is to acquaint the
people of other lands with American life
and ideals and to develop in the hearts
of other peoples friendship for the United
States.

It is doubtful, as a mctter of tact,
whether the United States is as well
thought of in other lands as before these
activities were undertaken on the pres-
ent extensive scale,

Propaganda seems to breed within
itself a tendency to overstate, over-
emphasize, and overindulge the virtues
which it seeks to extol.

It also breeds counterpropaganda and
thus inspires in those who resent its
extravagant claims an effort to publicize
the ridiculous, the base, the unfortunate,
and the unworthy aspects of the propa-
gandist,

The propagandist who thus subjects
himself to counterpropaganda provides
the leads and openings for the adversary
unless the activity is performed with the
greatest of skill, acquired primarily by
experience. Broad-scale propaganda is
dangerous because the mistakes are so
far reaching. Slowly growing activities
are not likely to make many mistakes.
There is time for deliberation. As ex-
perience is gained and techniques per-
fected, comprehensive activities become
practical.

This effort at rapid development of
grand-scale activities by the Department
of State probably accounts for the basis
of criticism which has been directed
thereto.

The investigative report which has
been submitted to this committee is
superficial and not directed to funda-
mental questions. It deals with internal
organization—a minor matter in a rap-
idly changing new activity. It criticizes
the slowness of the Department in the
addition of personnel. In fact, the De-
partment should have been compliment-
ed for this. It could hardly hire people
until it knew specifically what they
should do, to whom they should report,
and where they should work. A job must
first exist with its duties clearly in the
mind of the supervisor.

It—the repori—complains of minor

errors such as putting English books in

private libraries. Some of this kind of
error would normally occur and be cor-
rected. Perhaps some of it occurred be-
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cause the Department was rushed be-
yond its own idea of what it should do.

It complains of untrue representation
of American life and inadequate treat-
ment of certain subject matter; com-
plaints probably justified.

But the investigative report does not
go into fundamentals; for example:

First. An analysis and exposition of
the result the Congress sought to ac-
complish by providing funds and direc-
tives for the activity.

Second. Where in the world most
promising efforts in accomplishing the
purpose could be had and where new
activity could best learn the pitfalls,
without great risk of more harm than
good.

Third. What kind of personnel in the
way of education and experience should
e hired and how well such standards
have been applied in securing existing
persrnnel.

Fourth. An analysis of persons or
units of Government which should be
the point of impact of the activity to
secure the result Congress had in mind
and whether the present activity is di-
rected thereto and to what extent it is
effective.

Fifth. An analysis of alternative
means of securing {n.e impact.

None of these fundamentals have been
the subject of investigative report.
Further investigative report might well
consider among others the following:

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr, Chairman,
I ask unanimous cousent that the gen-
tleman from Ohio may proceed for three
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr., CLEVENGER. What, if any-
thing, does change the oriental mind,
the German mind, the Russian mind,
and the intelligentsia, the peasant, the
coolie, the government man, the indus-
trialist, and so forth.

Can people of other countries be made
friendly to us by talking about ourselves
or by talking about them? Perhaps we
should broadcast his ideas, and his
events, and extol his heroes. It is sure
he cannot live here and people are in-
terested in their own environment—not
that of the moon.

We need an investigative report along
these lines and as well a superficial
critique of internal management minor
€rrors.

I was a member of the Herter Subcom-
mittee on Strategic and Critical Ma-
terials in 1947. In Europe I was amazed
to find that the so-called agricultural
experts of the State Department knew
absolutely nothing about the great
drought that covered the Corn Belt of the
United States and decreased our corn
crop by a billion bushels. We were
making promises all over Europe which
we could not keep; yet I found in Nor-
way and Sweden that both citizens and
officials knew all about our drought and
about our crop conditions and a lot more
about our country than our paid people
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employed by the State Department in
the 9 countries which the committee
visited. Let us rationalize this thing,
and let us take away some of these pre-
cious millions before they clabber the
thing up any worse and make it almost
impossible to justify another appropria-
tion therefor.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the pending amendment.
Ordinarily I would not make this re-
quest, but in view of the fact I was ab-

sent in the Pennsylvania primaries and

could not take part in the general de-
bate on this bill, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for 10 additional minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close at 1:45 p. m.

Messrs. COX and CRAWFORD ob-
jected.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close at 2 o'clock, with the
last 15 minutes reserved to the commit-
tee.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, it has
been my privilege to have had the great
honor recently to have represented this
distinguished body on a mission that
carried me over several continents and
many thousands of miles. I have, in
fact, just returned from that journey,
which held for me and my traveling col-
leagues several striking lessons.

The overriding impression I gained
from that experience is that in the con-
flict between the democratic man and
the Stalinist man, the Red front is every-
where.

No corner of the world is spared the
insidious and often harrowing efforts of
the Kremlin conspirators to extend their
domain.

Equally true is the fact that men of
good will everywhere are looking to the
United States for the leadership and
the moral and physical strength that
flow therefrom to counter, check, and
overcome Russian expansionism; they
are looking, too, for us to establish a
condition of strength that will allow for
a stabilized world situation to make pos-
sible an equitable peace.

When I say the Red front is every-
where I mean that literally. The battle
for the extension of the Stalinist domain
goes on night and day, round the clock,
and the prizes are not only territory,
ports, and raw materials but more im-
portantly the hearts, minds, and souls of
men.

Given the object lesson of the Krem-
lin's diabolical program, seeing how far
and menacingly the confiscatory hand
of the Politburo reaches, viewing the
spiritual ruin and the dehumanized end
products of Soviet nihilism, one can say
in all treth and sincerity that he is
thankful to God that we have a cam-
paign ol truth, and that the Voice of
America is on the spiritual firing line.
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Whatever may come in the way of
cessation of hostilities in Korea, and we
all fervently wish for an early and con-
structive solution of that problem whose
toll has been heavy but unavoidable—
whatever, I say may comne of the nego-
tiations, let us not for a moment delude
ourselves that the fundamental issues
between Russian nihilism and the west-
ern world have been adjusted.

If the guns should be silenced in Ko-
rea, we have every expectation that else-
where throughout the world, the Soviet
war of propaganda will continue un-
abated, and dangerous tensions will be
blown up to the near-breaking point;
it is almost a certainty that if quiet
envelops the Korean front, the Soviet
war of words will be continued in other
theaters with renewed fury.

We ignore only at our own peril the
fact that the Soviets employ propaganda
as a major instrument of policy both
internally and externally. Over the
bloody years of the forties, and in this
aiready war-inflicted decade, dictators
have shown that in many instances prop-
aganda is more deadly than armament.

To realize how important the cam-
paign of truth is to the preservation of
western civilization, and as a vital arm
in America’s crusade of peace through
freedom, one has only to think of the
vast prison the Russian Empire has be-
come, to dwell for a moment on the
plight of the imprisoned souls in that
spiritual and intellectual dungeon.

We must never cease trying to get the
sunlight of truth to those poor people;
we must never abandon them to the
deadly fare of the lie, of inspired hate,
to calculated distortions all of which de-
grade man and soil him in the sight of
his Creator. To reach these prisoners
we need the Voice of America.

By words and deeds we must go on
showing our allies abroad that America
is aroused in power spiritually and phys-
ically so as to restore situations of
strength that will give the Soviet ma-
rauder pause—and we must register the
conviction with the free world and
others that if a resort of arms finally be-
comes necessary, the people of the
United States will stand unflinchingly
until the dread evil of Soviet aggression
is destroyed. To carry on this effort of
persuasion and conviction we need a
strong Voice of America.

To the captive peoples of the satellite
countries we must continue to bring, as
the Voice of America is now doing, words
of hope and encouragement and assur-
ance; messages which will revive old
memories and stir new hopes. Not the
least dastardly and nefarious technique
of Soviet nihilism is that it not only can-
cels out the future for the individual but
it systematically and unmercifully de-
stroys the past. Is it any wonder then
that its unlucky victims, caught up in its
spiritual void, so often yearn for the de-
liverance of death. Through the Voice
of America we can sustain these inno-
cent victims in hope.

The challenge we face is an unscrupu-
lous enemy who seeks to transform the
world of civilization into a jungle land
populated with dehumanized automa-
tons, Be sure of it, Mr, Chairman, the
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Soviets have generated something bhase
and terribly evil. They deny man the
promptings of his soul, they befoul his
intellect, they corrupt his values, they
achieve if you please a metaphysical
crisis until the victim is so confused, so
mentally perverted, so at war with him-
self, so murderous of his finer self that
liberation through the blind fury of
physical destructiveness is a device eag-
erly embraced. Thus are legions of war
indoctrinated and mobilized, thus are
satellite countries crucified on crosses of
their national honor, thus are increas-
ing numbers of human beings converted
into Soviet units for conquest.

This is the enemy, Mr. Chairman.
Against him, planes and bombs and
tanks are not enough. Armament is
necessary,. and in great numbers, and
accelerated production for total pre-
paredness must be our keynote, but
when all this is done and accomplished,
I submit, Mr. Chairman, the job is only
partly finished—with equal urgency we
require the means to command the
spiritual, intellectual and cultural fire-
power necessary to meet and defeat
Soviet propaganda.

That is why we need a Voice of Amer-
ica that is ever stronger and more pene-
trating.

You ask me: “How about the Voice?
Is it getting through the iron curtain?”
The answer, gentlemen, is an emphatic
“Yes!” Yes, the Voice is getting through
and this despite the ambitious efforts
of the Soviets to keep it out.

From the far reaches of the Baltic to
the Pacific outpost of Vladivostok, from
the sunny climes of Sevastopol to cold
Murmansk, the Voice of America is get-
ting through to the Russian people.

It is not for idle amusement that the
politburo has ordered round-the-clock
jamming behind the iron curtain to
keep out the Voice of America. The
concentrated, organized effort of the
Kremlin to silence the Voice is the great-
est possible tribute it could bhe paid.
The truth hurts where the main traffic
is in lies.

Does anyone doubt the Voice of Amer-
ica is hitting hard in the campaign of
truth? Eloquent evidence of its telling
effectiveness is to be found in the pages
of Pravda, which reacts quickly and fre-
quently with violence when the Voice has
scored a hit; it is to be found in the testi-
mony of defectors who have been fortu-
nate to flee the captivity of the iron-
curtain prison; it is to be had from
American Embassy officials; yes, the
Voice is being heard in all parts of Russia
and throughout the satellite countries.

As we consider the matter of funds
for the campaign of truth, it is perti-
nent for us to remind ourselves that last
December 20 Czechoslovakia passed a
law for the defense of peace which pro-
vides for penalties of from 1 to 10 years
in jail for spreading “warmongering
news,” or “propaganda.” Certainly such
legislative action speaks volumes for the
effectiveness of the Voice.

For a moment let us turn to Bulgaria
from which country we have the written
statement that employees of Radio Sofia
base openly admitted that their station
has fewer listeners than the Voice of
America.
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Again, Reuters News Agency, after a
survey, is responsible for the statement
that in' Hungary “No one who can pos-
sibly help it ever misses the Voice of
America.” It is worthy of especial com-
ment that in Hungary and Bulgaria the
Communist regimes have enacted

measures which look to sweeping regu-

lations pointed at listeners to the Voice
of America.

Everywhere signs are multiplying that
frontiers of freedom are being extended
as the Voice of America gets through.

By your own knowledge you are aware
that the Voice currently is making a
great political capital by asking in its
broadcasts why Stalin does not publish
in Russia Congress’ message of friend-
ship to the Russian people. This con-
stitutes a real poser for the Kremlin
and the people who are hearing the Voice
in Russia cannot help wondering why
Stalin refuses to make the declaration
of friendship public. And word travels
quickly behind the iron curtain.

In just recent days, the Voice has been
an effeccive instrument in exposing the
unfair tactics of the Communists in the
Kaesong negotiations, just as on June 6
it taunted Malik to declare himself un-
equivocally on peace in EKorea.

The Voice of America constantly has
told the facts on the Oatis case as it has
attacked the Hungarian Communist re-
gime on this “legal” farce.

It is an impressive report, Mr. Chair-
man, which shows that the Voice in the
prior fiscal year increased its foreign-
language programs from 29 to 46; in the
last month, 6 new programs have been
started and now the Voice is going into
Stalin’s home baliwick, Georgia.

You will be interested, I know, fo
learn that the Voice headquarters in this
country now receives approximately
1,000 letters a day from listeners abroad,
the vast majority of them attesting to its
great worth, many of them containing
constructive criticism, and not a few of
them smuggled, probably at the risk of
death, from behind the iron curtain.

I would ask you to remember, gentle-
men, that the Voice of America is in it-
self only one phase of the many-sided
campaign of truth, which has been well
characterized as an “American insurance
plan to try to prevent world chaos.”

The campaign of truth is responsible
for the establishment of United States
information centers in 132 cities
throughout the world, one recently hav-
ing been closed in Budapest. Those cen-
ters are supplied with news, books, maga-
zines, leaflets, maps, special exhibits.
The International Motion Picture Divi-
sion issuing the valuable medium of the
film to tell our story in far-flung places.
Motion picture experts are turning out
a variety of films which are bringing the
American Story to millions in an inter-
esting, entertaining, and convincing way.
In many areas of the globe, this is ad-
judged one of the most telling ways in
which to get our story across.

Not to ply you with statistics but it is
part of this campaign of truth story that
the International Press and Publications
Division produces news, feature mate«
rials, and pictures which reach more than
10,000 foreign newspapers and periodi-
cals with an estimated readership of

--90,000,000 people.
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The Wireless Bulletin
issued by this division, and which is mon-
itored by 60 of our diplomatic missions
in many parts of the world, is a fast-
moving news service which is produced

in four editions for Europe, the Near -

East, Latin America, and the Far East.
For the most part, each bulletin runs
about 7,000 words. After it has been
translated into the local language it is
made available by our information serv-
ice offices to foreign press agencies and
newspapers. So again, is the American
Story dramatically and tellingly un-
folded.

Supplementing this unique informa-
tion service is a 10-page Air Bulletin
that is sent out twice a week; also for-
warded are special articles and magazine
reprints from 250 American magazines;
and by technical newsletters and pamph-
lets which provide basic information
about the United States. '

You gentlemen should be told that last
year the Office of Information and Edu-
cational Exchange, the over-all title of
these various functions we are discuss-
ing, printed and distributed 4,946,380
booklets and leaflets. This year output
was increased to 50,250,000. This year
some 50,200,000 posters have been dis-
tributed, carrying the free world theme.
The figures show also that last year, the
libraries conducted under this program
were visited by more than 24,000,000 per-
sons seeking the truth about the United
States, and honest information about the
world in which we live.

A very important part of the opera-
tions we are here considering is the ex-
change of persons program. Last year
nearly 7,000 persons were exchanged
with 56 foreign countries. This program
has been found most effective in building
world understanding,

Through the private enterprise unit
activities many worth-while programs
are stimulated and carried through to
successful conclusion through the en-
lightened cooperation of American busi-
ness and industry. Public-spirited book
publishers have made thousands of text-
book remainders available to the pro-
gram; books, pamphlets, and magazines
have been made available; and 48 State
governments have given 283,000 booklets
for distribution. Cultural affiliation has
been a very profitable activity for us in
winning friends and understanding of
our way of life; the town affiliation pro-
gram has brought notable results in in-
ternational amity and progress. The
letters from America campaign con-
tinues to grow in volume and influence.

So in virtually every conceivable form
and way, the campaign of truth has pro-
gressed notably. I would be unfair to
myself, Mr. Chairman, and to every-
thing I cherish in life and my credo as
an American who believes in man as a
creature of God, endowed with inaliena-
ble rights, if I did not, at this crucial
time, speak with all the force and sin-
cerity I can summon in behalf of a
strong and effective campaign of truth.

Speculate for a moment, if you will,
upon the gross economic product of
America and make a mental calculation
of the substantial sums, reaching into
the tens of millions, that are spent ad-
vertising those products to potential cus-
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tomers, and then compare those figures
with the money that is herewith re-
quested to advertise the greatest product
America has to sell to the world: the
story of American democracy, its works
and achievement. By any measure-
ment of good business practice, you can
readily see that we fall short of what the
trade would call an adequate budget.

1t is only too well known that one of
the wishes entertained in the Kremlin is
that America, in her heroic response to
the growing threat of Soviet expansion-
ism, will so weaken herself that eco-
nomic collapse will ensue and the inter-
national Communist conspiracy for
world mastery will be realized by default.
None of us here in this Chamber wants
to be profligate with public funds; we
are aware that unwarranted expendi-
tures from the National Treasury only
help the ensmy. Prudence and caution
must be our guides in appropriating
funds; now having said this, I also say
that 't would be ar equally serious error
to indulge in unsound economy in this
vital matter.

For my part, I would favor a greatly
expanded appropriation. I am firm in
the conviction that more funds than are
herein contemplated could be spent
wisely and profitably in the campaign of
truth, and to the advantage of America
and the free world. Certainly when we
consider the need and effectiveness of
this program and then compare it with
the expenditures for outright arma-
ments, I contend we have seriously short-
changed ourselves, All of you are aware,
I am sure, that the politburo elevates
propaganda to such a level of importance
that Russia is outspending us in money,
output and volume by a ratio of about
5 to 1 in this realm. And you may be
sure that such would not bhe the case
unless the masters of the Kremlin were
convinced such activities paid off hand-
somely for their side.

But be that as it may, and sacrificing
my personal desires in the matter, the
fact remains that we are here confronted
with a bill that makes provision for what
I consider a minimum program. I would
prefer much more and am certain T could
make out a firm case for a higher figure,
but certainly I will never agree to any-
thing less than the committee has au-
thorized.

Just so I am equally certain that my
worthy colleagues of the committee who
have wrestled long and earnestly with
this matter—and we have had our
strenuous but honest differences of opin-
ion—are equally set that to cut below
this total of $85,000,000 would be a mis-
take of the first magnitude.

What I am doing, then, Mr. Chairman,
is making a virtue of necessity and advo-
cating a course of procedure which I am
convinced is inadequate, but one which
I now realize is practically necessitous.

Just for a moment, Mr. Chairman and
gentlemen, dwell on the mighty epic of
integrity, idealism, sweat and honest
labor, ingenuity, and great aspiring that
go into the making of the American
dream—all of which spell freedom.

Dwell then for the sakz of contrast on
the outrageous things that are being
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done in the name of Soviet expansion-
ism: Naked aggression, the organized at-
tack to drive God out of men’s lives, the
forced labor camps, the mock trials, the
uprooting of families, with the attendant
cruelties this forced exodus visits upon
the very young and the aged—all of
which spell slavery.

Think of those two pictures, speculate
upon the kind of a world we will have in,
say, 1984 or 1964, dependent upon which
system prevails; consider that words are
weapons in the hands of the enemy, then
consult your conscience, and vote.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I support the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. CLEVENGER].

Mr. Chairman, I think there is a place
in this cold war for a sound and sensi-
ble Voice of America program. Iam sat-
isfied that at the present time the cut
provided in the amendment as offered by
the gentleman from Ohio is reasonable;
$70,000,000 is sufficient until the program
is reorganized. I want to bring to bear
in support of my position part of a radio
broadeast which was made by Henry J.
Taylor from Switzerland just last Mon-
day evening. I think it is very impor-
tant because he discussed this matter of
the Voice program.

He goes on to point out that the peo-
ple of Europe know that the United
States is not militaristic; that we are not
over thefe to acquire territory. But he
points out that they are worried about
something we may do to stir up a war.
Let me read just part of what he says:

This brings me then to the main question
worrying the Swiss—the same question I
found worrying many leaders in Britain and
France. Informed European leaders know
America is not imperialistic. * * * They
know that American defense is, in fact, not
only the defsnse of America but the inten-
silve defense of the free world. In short,
they do know that the intention of the
United States is honestly and truly de-
fensive.

“But,” they ask, “does Stalin know it?”
They say whether Stalin knows this or not
is the main risk of war. The great worry
among leaders I have talked with is that
Stalin may confuse the United States of to-
day with the Germany of the past. Once
our arms are built up, once our ships are
out of mothballs, and our soldiers trained,
our tanks and artillery out of the factories,
our airplanes standing on the airfields—does
Stalia think he is going to be attacked
the —like he was finally attacked by Hitler
after Hitler finally got ready?

Stalin certainly does mnot understand
America even as little as we understand
Russia. He probably has no understandable
idea why the United States went into the
last war—Russia, under same conditions,
would not have done so. In short, the
American nature is probably a greater puz-
zle to Stalin than his nature is to us.

So ,come, for a moment, to the Eremlin
itself, If you or I could ask Stalin one
question—and could perform the magic of
getting an honest answer—here ‘s the over-
riding question we should ask: “Generalis-
simo Stalin, in your ignorance of America,
have you made up your mind that in the
long run, sooner or later, the United States
will attack you, when America’s arms are
built up, as Germany attacked you when
Germany was ready?” For if Stalin thinks
that when we get all dressed up we are, in
any case, going some place, and that the
some place we are going is against him, he
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will try to beat us to the punch—if punch
it is to be.

In such mistaken idea by Stalin of Amer-
ica long-term irtention, European leaders
see any main possibility of a new world war.

Accordingly, many are alarmed by much
they hear broadcast over here by the official
Voice of America—the officlal radio program
of our own State Department. It is con=
stantly baiting Stalin, addressing broadcasts
to him personally with great violence, taunt-
ing him, calling him « coward and a bluffer,
and everything else. When I hear it much
of its sounds to me like Nazi Goebbels talk-
ing directly to Stalin in language about as
violeut as Goebbels ever used.

European leaders are against appease-
ment. They don't like Stalin any better
than we do. But they're also against what
sounds to them like belligerence—absolute
out-and-out belllgerence by the United
States. And if the Voice of America sounds
like that to them, how must it sound to
Stalin? Stalin will go to war, or not go to
war, depending on what he thinks about
his own future. To broadcast to him in
language, tones and words like Goebbels
did—and for all Russia to hear—is a pro-
foundly important dangerous blunder. It
contains within itself the disastrous possi-
bility that Stalin may figure it's his neck
anyway that we're after—and if it's going
to be war from us sooner or later, as it was
from Nazi Germany, he’d better beat us to
the punch, for he would have less to lose
by doing so, than by walting until we got all
built up and hit him first,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wiscounsin [Mr. SmiTa]
has expired.

Mr. SMITH oi Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for one additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, we have spent
2 days on this particular bill in general
debate., There are a few people who
want to be heard under the 5-minute
rule. We want to finish the bill today.
I am not going to object to the gentle-
man haying one additional minute, but
I do feel constrained to object to any
other extension of time during the dis-
cusison of this bill under the 5-minute
rule. .

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for one additional minute.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin—

And thus it could upset our whole as-
sumption over here, namely, that Stalin is
unwilling to risk all-out war, and that's
why you'll find so many thoughtful Eu-
ropeans actually more alarmed at this mo-
ment about America than about Russia,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has again
expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I won-
der if at this time we cannot agree upon
some limitation of debate.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to have 5 min-
utes. Otherwise, I shall have to object.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr.
Chairman, I object to any such request.

The CHAIRMAN. No request has
been made yet.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen-
tleman was wondering. I was just put-
ting an end to the wondering.

Mr. ROONEY. I do not know what
the gentleman from Minnesota is so
worried about, but it is all right with me,

-there is $15,000,000
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Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We want
sufficient time to discuss this matter.

Mr. ROONEY. I do not want to shut
off anybody, but I think we should have
some limitation of debate on this par-
ticular amendment.

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. After all,
involved in this
amendment. It should be worth a little
of our time.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, a few days ago I made
a statement on the floor that the Soviet
Union was spending between one and
two billion dollars each year for propa-
ganda purposes, the objective of which
is to undermine the resistance to Com-
munist domination in different nations,
and the ultimate objective of dominat-
ing and enslaving all the peoples of the
world. In connection with that I wish to
call to the attention of the members of
the committee that Jack McCloy, the
High Commissioner in Germany, esti-
mated that they are spending $500,000,-
000 a year in Germany alone. I know
that Jack McCloy is very highly regarded
by_many Members of this House and his
opinion is certainly powerful evidence.

In North Eorea we find that they had
enrolled 1,300,000 Koreans in Soviet-
Korean cultural societies.

In 1949 alone they translated into Ko-
rean and published some 500 Russian
books. Of two of these books alone it has
beex_: found that they distributed 537,000
copies. Almost 70,000 lectures and con-
certs were given in North Korean by
Soviet artists, writers, and others in 1
year,

In the Eightieth Congress there were
set up two advisory commissions of dis-
tinguished citizens to study this program
and report to the Congress semiannually
on the progress of the program. Who
are they? Harvie Branscomb, chan-
celor of Vanderbilt University.

Mark Starr, educational director, In-
ten_national Ladies Garment Workers
Union, and that is a very sound, progres-
sive union; there is no communism there,

Harold Willis Dodds, president of
Princeton University.

Edwin B. Fred, president of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin.

Martin R. P. McGuire, president of
Catholic University.

There is the membership, and their
report issued only a short while ago is
one of commendation of the work being
done by those in charge of this pro-
gram. There is, of course, no such thing
as perfection; there is no such thing as a
perfect human being; I am not perfect;
none of us is perfect, and you cannot
have perfection; but there is the report
they give to the Congress of the United
States.

Here is the United States Advisory
Commission on Information. They is-
sue a very fine report saying this pro-
gram is being efficiently administered,
that its personnel has been greatly im-
proved and is being steadily enriched by
specialists of larger experience and
talent; that the expansion authorized by
the Eighty-first Congress as the cam-
paign of truth is being effectively car-
ried forward. Who are the men who
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make up this Commission? Let me
read their names:

The Radio Advisory Committee which
consists of the following persons: Judge
Justin Miller, chairman of the board of
the National Association of Radio and
Television Broadcasters, and member of
the United States Advisory Commission
on Information.

Erwin D, Canham, editor of the
Christian Science Monitor,

Philip D. Reed, chairman of the board,
General Electric Co.

Mark A, May, director of the Institute
of Human Relations at Yale University.

Wesley I. Dumm, president, Associated
Broadcasters, Inc., San Francisco, Calif.

Donley F. Feddersen, president, Uni-
versity Association for Professional
Radio Education, Northwestern Univer-
sity, Evanston, 111

Jack W. Harris, general manager, Sta-
tion KPRC, Houston, Tex.

Henry P. Johnston, general manager,

Station WSGN, Birmingham, Ala.

*  Edward Noble, chairman of the board,
American Broadecasting Co.

John F. Patt, president,
WGAR, Cleveland, Ohio.

Meffort R. Runyon, executive vice
president, American Cancer Society.

G. Richard Shafto, general manager,
Station WIS, Columbia, S. C.

Hugh B. Terry, vice president and gen-
eral manager, Station KLZ, Denver,
Colo.

The general business advisory com-
mittee, which consists of the following
persons:

Philip D. Reed, chairman—and mem-
ber of the United States Advisory Com-
mission on Information.

James A. Farley, chairman of the
board, Coca-Cola Export Corp.

Ralph T. Reed, president, American
Express Co.

W. Randolph Burgess, chairman of
the executive committee, National City
Bank of New York. 5

Sigurd S. Larmon, president, Young &
Rubicam, Inc., advertising.

William M. Robbins, vice president
for overseas operations, General Foods
Corp.

David A. Shepard, executive assistant,
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey.

J. P. Spang, Jr., president, Gillette
Safety Razor Co.

Claude Robinson, president, Opinion
Research Corp.

Warren Lee Pierson, chairman of the
board, Transcontinental & Western Air,
Inc,

Meyer Kestnbaum, president, Hart,
Schaffner & Marx.

The work of the Ideological Committee
is devoted to the consideration of spe-
cial projects and participants in the
work of this rotating committee are per-
sons with outstanding experience in the
field under study. Each meeting will
consist of a new group of specialists.
The first group of such specialists were:

George Gallup, Institute of Public
Opinion.

George S. Counts, Teachers College,
Columbia University.

Allen W. Dulles, director and presi-
dent, Council on Foreign Relations.

Elmer Davis, news analyst, American
Broadcasting Co.

Alexander Inkeles, Harvard University.

Station
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Now let us see what the policy of the
Soviet Union is in the battle of minds on
the ideological level. The Soviets have
stated that there can be no breathing
space in the ideological warfare. Pravda,
which speaks the policy of the Soviet
Union, in an item dated the 22d of June
1946, said:

On the ideological front we must and shall
fight not by passive resistance but by active
and increasing attack on the enemies. This
is what the writing of Lenin and Stalin
teaches; this is in accordance with our
traditions.

One further observation: I exhibit be-
fore you posters used by the Soviets in
their propaganda villifying America and
exalting the Soviet Union.

The committee has already reduced
this item by $30,000,000. It would seem
to me that an additional reduction of
$15,000,000 would be unwise. I hope the
amendment is not adopted.

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the pending amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Clevenger amendment to reduce the
funds for the Voice of America. I am
constrained to be considerably skeptical
of all the rosy claims that are being made
for this propaganda medium.

Propaganda of this sort is a delicate
weapon, and its merit is hard to appraise.
I have asked many people at random
how they feel about propaganda of for-
eign nations in this country. In every
case, they have replied either that they
resent it or that it irritates them.

Consequently, I am inclined to wonder
why there is so much confidence in the
idea that other peoples will not be re-
sentful or irritated by our propagandas.
Are they a different type of humans?

The instructed-witness testimonials
of the State Department concerning the
effectiveness of the Voice of America
leave me cold. I am much more inclined
to be impressed by a survey recently
conducted among 293 seniors at Silliman
University High School in the Philip-
pine Islands, as reported in a recent
issue of the Christian Century.

* That survey revealed that only 46 per-
cent of these students believed that
America is more concerned for the wel-
fare of the peoples of the world than
are the Russians.

With a statement that Russia is “an
imperialistic nation which hides its
greed for land and power by pretending
to be a friend of the common man,” only
47 percent agreed.

It was the opinion of 45 percent of the
students that Russia would have done
more for the Philippines if she had been

in power there for the past two decades.-

It was the belief of 45 percent that
religious denominations are not pro-
hibited from holding services in Russia,
and of 55 percent, that more than one
party was represented in Russian elec-
tions.

The foregoing record of the results of
the Voice of America as it has performed
in the Philippines is disillusioning, to
say the least.

We have confrolled the Philippines
for five decades. We have spent hun-
dreds of millions there, and we have
many other advantages in our propa-
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ganda efforts with them. Yet, the fore-
going survey reveals that our propa-
ganda, especially the Voice of America,
could be called a substantial flop in in-
fluencing the thinking of those people.

‘While this is but one piece of evidence,
it is much more credible than a dozen of
the instructed-witness testimonials of
the State Department.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to
report to the House about a recent ex-
perience of mine with the State Depart-
ment, an experience which constrains
me to support every effort to bring under
contfrol the reckless operations in that
Department of the Government.

You all recall the contents of the State
Department Formosa policy document,
an official propaganda instruction sheet
outlining tactics filled with deceit and
double talk,

Following the revelation of that docu-
ment, I sought from the State Depart-
ment a list of the titles of similar In-
formation Service guidances issued in
1950 and 1951.

It seemed reasonable to me that a .
Member of Congress might well inform
himself a bit in this field after the shock-
ing details of the Formosa paper.

I did not ask for the policy papers
themselves. All I sought was a list of
titles of such propaganda papers, so that
I might have at least an inkling of what
the State Department is doing in this
field.

I was turned down with some pious
phrases about the material being classi-
fied and confidential.

Mr. Chairman, I do not disagree with
the proposition that sometimes material
of this kind should be classified and con-
fidential.

But I submit to the House that it is
a highly unsatisfactory and unsound
situation when a Member of Congress,
representing the people of America, can-
not get to see even the titles of propa-
ganda directives by the State Depart-
ment.

I suggest that the people would rather
trust any and all Members of Congress
in preference to any of the pinks, punks,
and perverts that have been found nest-
ing in the State Department.

The American people have lost con-
fidence in the management of the State
Department, and rightly so.

This is the same State Department
that carried out unlimited collaboration
with Russia during and after World War
II. Until there is a house cleaning in
that Department the American people
are in constant peril. They are in the
hands of a State Department that reeks
with inecompetence, or worse, in many
of its branches.

That fact that it can, by unlimited
propaganda, confuse and bewilder the
Congress to the point where no effective
cleaa-up is required, is a frightening
phenomenon, and a menace to our sys-
tem of Government.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on the pending amend-
ment and all amendments thereto close
at 2:15, the last 15 minutes to be re-
served to the committee and to the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpl.
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Mr. TABER, Mr, Chairman, a point
of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. TABER. The gentleman’s motion
is not in order.

Mr. ROONEY, Mr. Chairman, I with-
draw the latter part of the motion and
move that all debate on the pending
amendment and all amendments thereto
close at 2:15.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. CRAWFORD)
there were—ayes 84, noes 43.

So the motion was agreed to.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that 10 minutes of
the time be allotted to the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Forpl.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN.
Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Cox1.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not
know whether we are up to mischief or
not in reducing the appropriation for
the Voice of America. I was impressed
by the remarks of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr, McCormack]., I
agree that a billion dollars is not too
much to pay for a good informational
service. There was a time when I was a
friend of the Voice of America and took
pleasure in defending it. Referring to
it some time ago, I made the statement
that after Mr. Benton left the State De-
partment that the Voice of America
lapsed back into the sorry state that it
had previously occupied. That state-
ment, I am convinced, did an_injustice
to Mr. Barrett, and I wish to withdraw
it. Mr. Barrett, I am confident, is an
excellent gentleman and is doing his best
to do a good job. His difficulty, in my
opinion, is that it is impossible for him
to do a good job in the atmosphere of the
State Department in which he is oper-
ating. Freed of this influence will afford
to multiply the appropriation here pro-
posed a half dozen times.

What the country needs, badly needs,
is the cleaning out of that Department,
and it needs it now.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr,
MILLER].

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, I wish we could have a strong
Voice of America, one to which we could
point with pride. The difficulty, I think,
as has been pointed out by the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. Cox], is that
some of the personnel presently in the
Department are not of the quality or
caliber to give us a good program.

Six months before the Korean war
broke out I was in Seoul. I had the op-
portunity there of listening to *he Voice
of America on two different occasions.
I blushed with shame. I am sure every
Member in this Chamber would have
felt the voice did not represent America,
It was not the Voice of America that I
wanted to hear. I wanted to crawl
away some place and apologize for it. I
want a real strong, honest voice that
gets results.

I object,
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I was in England when the voice of
the old OWI under Elmer Davis was op-
erating, and that was no good.

Some of that propaganda they put out
is very much like the material I re-
ceived this morning in the mail from the
Office of Price Stabilization. It is being
sent out over my district. It is this
“Mike at the dike"” from the Pendergast
machine in I'7Tissouri teliing us what to
do about inflation.

We have the domestic voice of infla-
tion and the Voice of America. This is
a part of the propaganda. It is similar
to some of the Voice of America propa-
ganda that is put out at the present time.

By propaganda we try to influence
people, we try to influence nations. We
use any method we can. I suppose if it
is good propaganda I like it. If you do
not like it, it does not please you. But
I say to you that unless we can change
the personnel, and that goes from the
top in the State Department right down
to the lower levels, some of the indi-
viduals who presently are handling the
Voice of America and the policies of this
country, the Voice of America ought to
be given a decent burial. There are
plenty of red-blooded patriotic Ameri-
cans to fill positions of trust. There is
no need to employ those of questionable
reputation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-

‘nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr.

BENTSEN].

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, as
one of the younger Members of this dis-
tinguished body, I do not often take the
floor, but the Voice of America is a sub-
ject on which I have deep convictions.

The major tobacco companies of this
country spent almost fifty-one million
last year advertising 30-day smoking
tests, your T zone, and not a cough in
a carload, and yet we have men here op-
posing telling that story of the greatest
thing ever created by the minds and
hearts of men, American democracy.
Millions spent to advertise cigarettes,
and we hesitate to spend $85,000,000 to
tell the world of democracy—it just
does not make sense.

America is a country of supersales-
men. We have developed advertising
and salesmanship of our merchandise
beyond any other nation. We cre the
best vendors in the world, but when it
comes to selling our way of life we have
just scratched the surface. People in
foreign lands know the taste of Coca-
Cola; let us also tell them about freedom
of religion, a free press, the integrity
and dignity of the individual, a Govern-
ment in which the state serves its people
and not the citizens serving as slaves to
the state.

When it comes to selling toothpaste,
soap, and, yes, even dog food, no one
can compete with us.

But too long we have been content
with the platitude, “That these things
we hold to be self-evident,” when we
think of democracy. Self-evident to
freemen, yes, but not to those who read
and listen to a censored press and radio,
It is these people who must be reached.
They must be told the true story of the
United States. The Voice of America is
an effective way of telling them.
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This is a relatively new agency with an
immense task before it. As all large
businesses or Government agencies new
to their jobs,.it has undoubtedly made
mistakes and could be improved in its
services. The opponents to this appro-
priation would be rendering the Nation
a service by taking a position of telling
how its functions can be improved, but
the only position most have taken is one
of opposition,

The Russians have become masters of
propaganda. They have become so adept
at telling the big lie often enough, that
many of the world's peoplc have swal-
lowed the Communist line awakening
too late to do much about it. We have
only to look on our competitors to see
the effectiveness of propaganda. Since
the end of World War II, the slave mas-
ters of the Kremlin have extended their
domination over the people of the world
from 200,000,000 people to over 800,000,-
000, without doing battle.

The world is faced with a basic clash of
doctrines. This is a battle for the minds
of men.

I heard an opponent of this appropria-
tion yesterday say the kind of democracy
he believed in was one backed by the
military might of America. Certainly
such armed might is necessary and I have
always voted for such appropriations.
But perhaps those men would also like
to join in the song Old Soldiers Never
Die, but there are those of us who re-
member that young soldiers do. It is
their lives that will be at stake if we lose
this battle of communism versus democ-
racy, the young will die in battle. The
young men of this country stand ready
to make any sacrifice for their Nation.
But, we, as their representatives, should
neglect no effort to try to avoid that
sacrifice,

Winning this battle for the minds of
men is just as important as a victory on
the battlefield. It results in fewer Gold
Star Mothers.

I will never be one who will overlook
a chance to defeat the Communists in
the fight of the big truth against the big
lie. Win nations by telling them the
truth, break through the propaganda
shroud of the Kremlin, then the battle is
won without firing a shot.

The bill for advertising the true story
of democracy—of reaching those minds
behind the iron curtain, helping stir
revolution against dictators—is less than
the price of our latest aircraft carrier.
Must we, the most progressive nation in
the world, depend entirely on brawn and
neglect brains in this fight to defeat
communism?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from IMinnesota
[Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN].

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair-
man, if this was truly the Voice of
America, I personally would vote $200,~
006,000 for it, if that much could be
advantageously expended to counteract
Soviet propaganda. But I am disturbed
over what the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taser] and others have in-
formed us to the lack of constructive
efforts by the group in control of this
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program. I voted for the establishment
of this program several years ago but I
feel that it is more than a waste of
money to approve the present opera-
tions.

Just study the remarks of the gentle-
man from New York [Mr, Ta.zr] of the
other day and you will see the details.
Let us keep this in mind. Even with this
cut we are asking here this group will
still have more money than they had
available for the very same purposes for
the fiscal year 1951—that is, if you do
not take into consideration the construc-
tion money which was made available
in supplemental appropriations and
other appropriations in 1951, Why
should we in all good common sense
give this group more money than this
past fiscal year and thus approve the
job which they have not done by increas-
ing the amount of money appropriated
for them. I hope the Clevenger amend-
ment will prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York
[Mr, JaviTsl.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will we
ever understand that we are in a war—
partially hot in Korea and partially
cold? This modern cold war emergency
consists of three parts; military, eco-
nomic, and ideological. This is the ideo-
logical phase we are debating here. We
are probably going to vote $60,000,000,000
for arms without batting an eye, and
here we are trying to cut the heart out
of this appropriation for a correlative
element of our defense which the Sub-
committee on Appropriations has al-
ready cut very materially. Certainly if
this was a Voice of America program
doing the full job that needs to be done
we would vote it $3,000,000,000.

It is not a complete ideological pro-
gram and has many deficiencies but does
that mean we have to shut it down and
cripple it completely? It is analogous to
me, to shutting down 20 percent of the
power and light plant in your commu-
nity because you do not like the man-
agement.

I, too, want a separate establishment
for the foreign information program as
does Senator BEnTON. I want many
other things, and I am going to fight for
them. But in the meantime the Rus-
sians are stopping with their ideological
warfare and we cannot stop here.

Mr. Chairman, what are a few of the
things we are doing with this $85,-
000,000? Just to show you how very
little you can do with $85,000,000—and
if you cut it you will do even less than
this inadequate amount—is the follow-
ing:

Radio broadcasts—Voice of America—
of 3 hours in Russian, 115 hours to each
of the Soviet’s European satellites, 4
hours to China, and one-half hour each
¢0 India, Pakistan, Thailand, Malaya,
and Indonesia;

Publication of less than 1 pamphlet,
leaflet, or poster for each 15 persons in
the free world;

Production of one 1-hour motion pic-
ture program every 2 weeks;
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Translation of an average of less than
11 important and politically eflective
books into the languages of 30 countries,
each of them vital to our defense effort;

Bringing to this country an average
of about eight influential public opinion
leaders from each of the free countries
of 1he world; and

The operation of a world-wide news
service, reading room, and general in-
formation program with an average of
less than one American abroad for every
million and a half persons in the free
world.

I call your attention to what the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc-
Cormack] just read to you of what the
Russians did in one place—in North Ko-
rea—alone. I was going to read the same
thing. Just compare the magnitude of
that propaganda effort in only one coun-
try with our whole information job.
That is the competition we must meet.

General Eisenhower said in his address
to the Congress in February last that we
need a strong Voice of America, “a very
much stronger information service.”

A private businessman like Cass Can-
field, chairman of the board of Harper
& Bros., writes to me as follows:

I am familiar with the State Department's
book program. I think it is well adminis-
tered, and feel very strongly now that it
would be a great mistake to cut it below the
modest amount expended in 1951,

That would mean retaining the com-
mittee’s amount in the bill.

In view of what we are voting for arms,
I ask you whether you want to tie our
hands behind our backs just for the sake
of this short-sighted kind of economy to
save $15,000,000 on a program vital to
the national defense which the subcom-
mittee has already cut $30,000,000. I
am for encouraging the subcommittee
and not for erippling our own efforts in
the ideological field in the grim struggle
against communism by this kind of
short-sighted economy.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr,
SASSCER].

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to testify rather than to make a speech.

A few years ago it was my privilege, as
a member of the subcommittee of the
Comnrittee on Armed Services, to visit
a number of countries and the Arabian
oil fields where four American compa-
nies, known as the Arabian-American
0Oil Co., had gone in as private industry,
without a dime of subsidy, drilled wells
and constructed a pipeline across to the
Mediterranean, making the outlet sev-
eral thousand miles closer,

There we talked, not the State De-
partment, about whom disparaging ref-
erence has been made time and again,
but rugged, hard-fisted American busi-
nessmen, representing free enterprises,
at its best.

May I pause for a moment to say that
I do not subscribe to some of the remarks
that have been made because the Am-
bassadors that we found in the countries
we visited, men like Allen, in Iran; Dunn,
in Italy; Douglas MacArthur, and his su-
perior in Paris; and several others were
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all capable Americans. Their cry stands
out in my memory above everything else,
“Get us the Voice of America into these
countries. The Russian propaganda is
pouring in. What we need more than
anything else is a true story of America
through the Voice of America.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Maryland has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [(Mr. WERDELI.

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I took
this time for the reason that in listen-
ing to the debate during the last 2 days
I noted that the gentleman from Ne-
braska [Mr. StEFan] had given testi-
mony from lisis of the higher-salaried
employees in the State Department in
categories which he himself had placed
them in for the purpose of his discus-
sion. I also notice that the Recorp for
the last day does not show those lists
and the gentleman did not incorporate
them. I take this time today to ask our
colleague [Mr. Steran] if he has any
objection to putting those lists in the
ReEecorp at this point.

Mr. STEFAN. Is there any special
purpose that the gentleman has in
mind?

Mr. WERDEL. The special purpose
I have in mind is that I believe the
expanding nature of this budget is such
that the Members have difficulty in un-
derstanding it unless they remain here
on the floor. I think in the future, for
this year and next year, it would be to
the interest of all of us to turn to this
rart of the Recorp and look at the
names of those gentlemen vho handling
the high-salaried jobs in the State De-
partment.

Mr. ROONEY. Is the gentleman
aware of the fact that every one of the
names in the State Department is in-
cluded in the budget?

Mr, WERDEL. I am well aware of
that. Jowever, they are not categoried
as the gentleman from Nebraska has
done in connection with his remarks,

Mr. STEFAN. I have already had
permission to extend my remarks and
include such material. There is quite
a voluminous list. ‘the only list I have
is in the office of the Secretary. Would
the gentleman be satisfied to list those
in the higher brackets?

Mr. WERDEL. Just ir the higher
brackets; yec.

Mr. STEFAN. Then I will place those
in the Rrcorp at this point, under the
permission previously given me.

Mr. WERDEL. I thank the gentle-
man.

The list referred to follows:

Office of the Secretary

P Annual

Name Grade catn
Desn AChesiN .. e ueuvrroomcmses —emminddeniea] $35,500
William D, Pawley.. GS-15...... 11, 000
Bromley K, 8mith. 8-15. 10,50
r8-1 8, 800
8. 800
7, 600
7, 600
5. 600
5, 600
4, 850
7 L. Meyer, 4, £00
Marie A. Benda oo 3,825
Bara Nell Gregg-_-._._.___.._..... 3,475
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Office of the Secretary—Continued

T Annual
Name Grade Tate

Ellen E, Burton. G8-5 §3,225
Katherine Gurnett Ga4 2,875
Anita W, Pawley - GE4 2,875
William J, Kelly. cceecaccanncaa- G8-3.......] 3,130
James R, Warren. . G8-3 , 130
James Thomas Paym._.....,-._. CPC+4.....| 2,70
George T, Eades. o cooemocaaaaaae CPC-3..... 2,732
Total (20) 124, 887

Policy planning staff and counselor

Name Grade AP;}_’:“I

............. $15, 000

GS-18 14, 000

G8-15. 13, 500

G8-15...... 13, 200

Dorothy Fosdick... GB8-15 10, 750
Robert G. Hooker, Jro ... G*-L emmmn| 10,750

Bhirley B, Goodman
Martha K. Pritting

Nancy H. Matthews 8-, 2,875
Lioyd Morarity. - o ceemeeea CPCH4._...| 2752
Total (27) 204, 152

Office of the Assistant

Congressional Relations

Secretary for

’ Annual
Name Grade Tite

Jack K. McFall $15,000
Ben H. Brown, Jr 11, 200
Florence Kirlin_ _. 10, 750
Philander P. Claxton, Jr.. 10, 750
Horace H. Smith___..___ 10, 700
Allen B. Moreland.... 10, 000
. George 0. Gray.._.-.. 8, 800
Louise White..__..... 8,400
Clara G. Mc\ti]lan ..... 7, 600
William H, Dodderidge. 7,600
Edith V, Mamish______. 5, 100
Bennie Mae Stevens. . 5,100
B. Beatrice Ruffin____ 4,725
Mary M. Walker....... 4, 600
Florence Grendon....... S 4,075

Annette F, Vollmer_. = 3, 950
Milrae E., Jénsen. ..« coeceecuaaea- 3,825
George Winnett, Jr_ 825
Louise Hines_._._. 4,075
Ruth I. Filsinger......... = 3,700
Mary Ann Sames 3,450
Norma Griffin. . 3,475
Helen MceAllister.__._......_._..| G8-5. 3, 100
Bar . Mason.. 2,875
Curtls A. White. ... __.___..C 2,770
James O. Holland ... _.... 2,412
Total (26) 161, 857
Office of the Ambassador at Large
: Annual
Name Grade Fate
FPhillp ©. Jessup. .o counivnoo oo S 000
\’-"tdwr N. Walmsley G8-15 10, 700
GS8-15 - 10,330
o e GE-11......] 5,600
eresa Beach_. -—--| G8-9 4, 600
Cnrmen C. Crickman GS8-7 4, 575
Bammie M, Vonable___”_.___.. G8~7.—....] 4,325
Debbie R, Guiler. .. 3,475
Jo Ann Mintz__._. - , 115
Robert Hill, Jr. 2, 450
Total (10). 74,170

Salaries and expenses, Department of State,
Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs

Name Grade Balary
Office of the Assistant Becretary:
Doan: Buake S fl i .| %15, 000
Livingston T, Merchant 4 12,200
John K, Emmerson. cac--.---- G8-15 10, 330
Merrill C. Gay. - 10, 000
1 T. Parelman 10, 000
Ruth E. Bacon.. i 10, 000
Philip Sulllvau....-....----._... 8, 800
Cyrus Peake . ... 9,800
Robert C. Yost: - ..ccu-- 8, 800
W. Grego G8-13.210| 7,600
Louise MeNutt. o oocoeeaes GS-11....--] 5,400
Frances H, Rawl G8-9.......| 4,850
Office of the Executive Director:
William D, Wright. ... S 10, 700
%%
8,800
7, 600
7, 600
§, 000
; 6,400
7, 000
Thelbert F, Taylor 6, 400
Ernest J. Hortum_.. 5, 400
Wellington Z. Myers 8 5,400
Frank &, 400
5, 400
5,400
5,225
GRY s 4, 600
G8-0__.....| 4,600
Office of Chlnesa Affairs:
Oliver E, Clobb. .. ..o 05-15..--.. 12, 400
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Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. Chairman, Iask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chairman,
there are over 800,000,000 people in the
countries now controlled by the rulers of
Soviet Russia.

This is approximately 34 percent of the
population of the entire world. This
great mass of humanity is the founda-
tion on which the Kremlin must depend
for strength.

Not all of these 800,000,000 people,
however, are willing subjects of Moscow.
The ten to twenty million men and
women in Russian slave labor camps are
witness to the fact that not all, even
among the Russians, are content. Mil-
lions in the satellite countries are equal-
ly unhappy. Daily reports from inside
the iron curtain—Czechoslovakia, Al-
bania, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary,
and so forth—confirm this.

In the battle for men's minds these
oppressed and dissatisfied people are po-
tential allies for the free world.

We need these allies.

Our problem is how to reach them.

The Voice of America is the best an-
swer we have to date come up with,
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Just how much the Voice has had to
do with sporadic uprisings behind the
iron curtain is, of course, hard to gage.
No one can honestly and truthfully deny
but what it has played its part. The
expensive efforts of the Kremlin to jam
the broadcasts are an admission of their
respect for its influence. They dare not
let the people of Russia or the satellites
know the truth. Their future depends on
keeping these millions in darkness and in
ignorance. Our chance is to give these
same millions the truth which carries
with it encouragement and hope.

To silence the Voice now or to prevent ,

its expansion would be to throw
away one of our most valuable and least
expensive weapons in the present strug-
gle between the free world and the Soviet
world.

It would be to deprive our friends be-
hind the curtain of help and encourage-
ment in the battle they, too, are waging.

Sound judgment and common decency
demand that we continue and expand
the Voice of America. It is a powerful
and effective Voice of truth and hope.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. Forp] is recognized.

Mr. FORD, Mr, Chairman, my posi-
tion this afternoon is unusual. I am like
many others, a critic to a large extent of
the Voice of America. I feel, however,
that we would make a very grave mistake
to approve the Clevenger amendment.

I was one of those who served with a
subcommittee of the Committee on Ap-
propriations that 2 or 3 months ago
cut the Voice of America funds from
$97,500,000 to $9,500,000. At the present
time, after having spent considerable
time and effort investigating personally
the operations of the Voice of America
and related agencies, I do not feel that
we should make this additional cut as
proposed. In no way do I condone many
of the operations of the Voice of Amer-
ica. For example, I have in my posses-
sion today some of the radio scripts that
I think are unwise, particularly if the
Voice of America wants bipartisan sup-
port. These radio scripts criticize and
disparage by implication, some very
prominent public figures. I firmly be-
lieve the agency could pursue a less par-
tisan position and in addition improve
the quality of the program. Neverthe-
less, even if we do not like all phases of
the operations of the Voice it does not
justify slashing the funds further than
recommended by the committee.

Let us review for a minute what has
been done already by this subcommittee
from the economy point of view. The
Voice of America or the United States
Information and Education Program re-
quested $115,000,000 for the current
year’s operations. The subcommittee
cut $30,000,000 from the budget request
and gave the agency $85,000,000 for this
12 months. In addition another $10,-
000,000 cut was made; so, altogether
this year you are going to have a $40,-
000,000 cut out of a $125,000,000 request.
If you approve the Clevenger amend-
ment, you are going to have an ad-
ditional $15,000,000 cut.

The reason I do not like to see & cut
made any deeper than has already besn

.
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made is because I fear that such a re-
duction might do away with some of the
highly essential operations of the Voice
of America and related agencies. Re-
cently this particular danger was vividly
brought to my attention by a letter I re-
ceived from a very close personal friend,
a doctor who happens to be in Pakistan
at the present time. I will read excerpts
from his letter.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr,
MarsHALL] is recognized.

Mr. MARSHALL., Mr. Chairman, I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mi. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, if that was
a unanimous-consent request——

The CHAIRMAN. It was nota unani-
mous-consent request; the gentleman
from Minnesota was recognized and
yielded to the gentleman from Michigan,
which he had a right to do.

Mr., FORD. This letter is from a
friend of mine who happens to be a
physician and surgeon in Pakistan. He
writes as follows, and I think every
Member should listen to this very
closely:

I am now a surgeon attached to the United
Christian Hospital in Lahore, serving as
rather an independent missionary. I think
we have the only plastic-surgery clinic in
Asia, and we are building & modern American
hospital in the country which is at an ex-
tremely low ebb medically.

We have stepped into this medical vacuum
and are trying to do a good job as Americans
in an area which is under heavy fire from
Sovlet propaganda. There is a growing an-
tipathy toward the Western democracies in
this part of the world, as the feeling of
nationalism in the countries so long under
domination of the West increases. The sit-
uation is very cleverly exploited by Soviet
Russia, and it seems to me they have han-
dled their campaign with disturbing effi-
ciency.

Much to the dismay of our State Depart-
ment, the Soviets swamped a medical con-
ference a couple months ago with prominent
Russlan doctors, and got the key places on
the program. I was invited to attend at the
last minute through the aild and assistance
of Ambassador Avra M. Warren as a repre=
sentative of the United States, and was given
a place on the program through the courtesy
of the Pakistan Medical Conference Program
Committee. The Boviet sclentists gave out
with 100 percent propaganda from beginning
to end, but they were given an ovation be-
fore and after every speech regardless. My
own talk, which was purely surgical and
illustrated with color movies, was well re-
ceived, and I was besieged afterward by stu-
dents who wanted to know all about medi-
cine and medical education in the United
States of America. Later in the Soviet Em-
bassy there in Karachi we delegates were
treated to another barrage of Soviet propa-
ganda in the form of beautiful color movies
purporting to show that all was peaches and
cream behind the iron curtain.

Mr. MARSHALL. That substantiates
the information I have received from
former Congressman Gale, of Minnesota,
that the Office of Information is doing
a splendid job in that part of the world,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the .gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. SuTTON].

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, it is a
crying shame that some Members are

opposing this amendment because of
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certain individuals they do not like and
not thinking about the American people.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, this let-
ter goes on further to say:

This is an informal letter to a friend, and
not any formal report to my Congressman. I
am in no position to incur the wrath of
the State Department, or dabble in politics,
either Pakistan or American. My chief job
is to provide expert surgical help to a dis-
eased and underprivileged people, and that
job I thoroughly enjoy. However, I am in-
tent on serving my country here in any way
I can, and I am prepared to do almost any-
thing to help stop the flood of communism
that seems to be engulfing us on this side
of the world, It is past the eleventh hour,
but if we all work with speed and intelli-
gence, I firmly believe we can still save the
East for democracy.

I bring this situation to the attention
of the Committee, because my friend
wants and needs help in Pakistan in
combating the insidious influence of
Soviet Russia. There is a chance this
reduction in the committee figure will
prohibit the proper expansion of our
anti-communism programs throughout
the world. This cut might harm our
efforts when and where we need to go
forward the most.

It seems to me that we are most un-
wise to cut these funds any further.
There is already at 32-percent cut in
this appropriation item. We know of
the many millions of dollars Soviet Rus-
sia is spending to jam the Voice of
America throughout the world. It would
be tragic, in my humble judgment, for
us in the House of Representatives at
this eleventh hour to jam the Voice of
America by slashing Voice of America
funds more than the £2 percent already
recommended by the Committee on Ap-
propriations. America needs a louder
and clearer Voice and we cannot obtain
that result by this amendment.

Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, the
Russians are spending millions of dol-
lars promoting their interests. Per-
sonally, I think American democracy and
freedom is worth more than $15,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
CRAWFORD].

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
am in favor of the Clevenger amendment
to reduce the appropriation. The gen-
tleman from Texas referred to the great
disbursements made for advertising by
the tobacco people, the liquor interests,
the Coca-Cola Co., the beer companies,
and so forth. Those concerns spend
their own money, they do a good job as
they see it of appealing to the consumer,
and they get dividends on the money
spent. I protest against the cheap paltry
dividends the American people have re-
ceived, and those in my district in par-
ticular, for the tax dollars they have put
into the State Department’s Voice of
America. If I had my way about it I
would cut out the entire program as now
carried on by the State Department and
keep the appropriations withheld until a
genuine American program was designed
to go on the air.

Now, then, if you want to put a genu-
ine Voice of America on the air which
represents the people of this country,
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the ideals and institutions for which we
have fought and stood for 164 years, I
will support it, but I will not support the
cheap, dirty stuff that has gone out
and against which members of this com-
mittee protest.

That is exactly the way I feel about
it, and I have a lot of people in my dis-
triet who wil: back me up on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York
[Mr. ANFUSO].

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr, Chairman, I
would like to add a quote from the So-
viet Home Service of Moscow. The men
in the Kremlin, it appears, are rot in
favor of the Voice. They share with
some of my good friends here on the
floor the belief that the Voice should be
curtailed if not completely silenced.
Listen to this:

With the object of befuddling the brains
of the peoples of Marshallized countries and
of converting them into obedient tools of
the criminal plans of the warmongers, United
States ruling circles are striving, on the one
hand, to flood these countries with reac-
tlonary man-hating propaganda, literature,
films, and periodicals, propagating the pres-
ent aggressive course of United States policy;
and, on the other hand, they are insisting
that the governments of Marshallized coun-
tries should in their turn develop and in-
tensify the praising of American ideology and
the American way of life.

I should also like to quote from the
column of that great columnist Drew
Pearson, of Tuesday, July 24, 1951:

VOICE AND OATIS LINKED

Reports fronr behind the iron curtain in-
dicate that one reason for the selzure of AP
Correspondent Willlam Oatis by Czechoslo-
vakia was that American propaganda
through the Voice of America and radio free
Europe is hurting.

When the Commies want to get some-
thing out of the U. 8. A, their crudest but
most successful technique is to seize an
American citizen and hold him as a hostage
until we come across with the ransom. The
reported ransom in this case is to curtail the
Voice and RFE, both really hurting the Com-
mie government., Before Foreign Minister
Clementis was purged, the Voice made a
categoric prediction that he and eight
other top Czechs would be arrested. For
weeks the Voice pounded home this predic-
tion, giving the exact names of the prospec-
tive victims. The Czechs listened but were
skeptical. Then suddenly Clementis was
arrested and with him four of the eight the
Voice had named. All Czechoslovakia
seethed at the news. The accuracy of the
Voice was commented on everywhere, and its
listening audience was doubled.

Note—Despite the State Department’s re-
markable propaganda job, the budget of the
Volce and other propaganda projects had
been slashed to ribbons. Congressmen who
have been doing the mutilation have been
invited to come to the State Department
briefing room and get the story (much of it
confidential) of what the Department is do-
ing. However, only two or three have
bothered to get acquainted.

In heaven’s name, Mr. Chairman, are ,
we to play the Moscow game here on the
very floor of the United States Congress?

I am for the Voice. If I needed any
convineing of the effectiveness of its
work, these wild protests coming from
the Kremlin would do the job. Let the
“galled jade wince.” I am in favor of

_ adding another prick to the spur,
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Havys].

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I
think perhaps the gentleman froimn Ten-
nessee [Mr, Surron] put his finger on
the crux of the situation when he said
that a great many people object to cer-
tain individuals in the State Depart-
ment and are venting their wrath on
this appropriation. For example I dis-
agree thoroughly with the almost daily
diatribes and arguments of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [(Mr. BUFFETT]
that the cure for all the ills of this coun-
try and the world is a return to the gold
standard, but I do not advocate the aboli-
tion of the CoNgRESSIONAL RECORD be-
cause his remarks appear in it. I have
not heard anyone say what specific per-
son in the Voice of America they would
like to get rid of or what particular
scripts they want to get rid of. There
are probably some scripts that should
be changed and some people perhaps
should be replaced but you ought to in-
dict the individual rather than the
whole program.

There is another thing. There are a
lot of things that are going on in the
propaganda field that we cannot talk
about. Right up here in the gallery sits
a representative of the Russian press.
If he is not there now he has the privi-
lege by consent of the Members of this
House to be there. Therefore I must say
I have in this envelope certain confiden-
tial documents that the Voice of Amer-
ica has prepared and are putting out
behind the iron curtain in conjunction
with people who are fighting for freedom
behind that iron curtain that I cannot
explain on the floor because I do not
want the Communists to know about it.
But I am permitted and authorized to say
that I can show them to any Member of
this House who is interested. I think
they are effective. Some Members have
looked at them. AIll I ask is that we do
not have any leaks like we did with the
B-36 program when certain Members of
Congress gave the Communists more in-
formation than all Stalin’s spies. There
are a lot of things that the Voice of
America is doing that we have not dis-
cussed, and as someone has said here,
it is hurting the Ccmmunist puppet
governments. I was in Czechoslovakia
about a year and a half ago and I know
that some of the propaganda that Amer-
ica is putting out is hurting. It is the
truth, and the truth always hurts, and
I know that it is hurting those regimes
behind the iron curtain because they
do not want their people to know how
people in America live.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr,
STEFAN].

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, there
is very little opposition to an effective
Voice of America in these times of world
crisis. I have heretofore spoken on this
subject at great length. I think the
Members know my position and my feel-
ings, that we will never have an effective
Voice of America until it is coordinated
and until we eliminate the duplication
and competition which the Voice of
America as we know it is facing today.
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We should have one strong coordinated
Voice. All of these competing Voices
of America should be brought together
in order that our Voice will become
stronger and more effective,

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. TABER. The trouble with the
Voice of America is that it is not doing
a job. That is the reason why many
of us are terribly disturbed. Frankly,
for my own part, I would not for a mo-
ment think of such a thing as cutting
this item if the money were being spent
effectively. But when we have such
situations as Mr. Hulten, who was in
charge of it, and who had failed for so
long, and who moved out of being in
charge, but is still on the payroll, and
William T. Stone, whose name was in the
paper in connection with the Senate in-
vestigation, and that type of folks, it
disturbs me. Frankly, the whole picture
is that they are putting out a lot of stuff.
Reports come in to the State Department
from our embassies indicating how little
it is being heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
YATES],

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, if the
comments of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Taser] are correct, God help
us, because in the struggle in which we
are engaged today with the Soviets all
over the world we certainly need propa-
ganda warfare, and it is necessary that
we prosecute such warfare relentlessly.
Bullets alone will never kill an idea or a
belief, Only a superior idea or belief
can win.

As I walked into the Chamber the ma-
jority leader, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. McCormack] handed
me some propaganda sheets the Rus-
sians are spreading throughout the
world. Let me show them to you. This
poster is an example of what the Rus-
sians are spreading throughout the
Middle East. The picture on the left
has the phrase, “We are transforming
deserts into blooming lands.” On the
right it shows American bombers ob-
viously going over Korea, and it states,
“They are transforming cities and vil-
lages into deserts.” Do you want no
answer to these? Will you let these lies
prevail because you refused funds?
This amendment would give victory to
the Soviets by default.

Here is another poster; one that is
being spread throughout China and Ko-
rea. Translated, it says, “The American
world order, the military adventures of
the imperialists hold in store for them
only catastrophe.,” This one is going
all through the Far East. This one is
going through the Middle East. If we
are not meeting them through the Voice
of America and our educational service,
then, as I said before, God help us, for
any victory we may win will be empty
and short-lived.

The difficulty with the approach of
the Members on the left side of the
aisle, it seems to me, is that although
they profess to support the Voice of
America, they want to cripple its effec-
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tiveness, in order to get at one or two
gentlemen whom they dislike. Does it
make sense to take funds away from an
activity which they admit is vital? Of
course it does not. You cannot breathe
life into something by destroying the
element which gives it life. You cannot
revitalize an agency by denying its funds.
You are making an appropriation now
for the entire year. You are making an
appropriation now to spread the Ameri-
can way of life and the American con-
cepts of democracy throughout the
entire world.

Mr. Chairman, war is brutal and
tough; psychological warfare no less
than any other type. You cannot waltz
through a war. You need firepower—
you need firepower for ideological war-
fare, '‘as well as for active battle, and
weapons creating firepower must be
paid for. If you cut this appropriation
it would have the same effect as though
you had taken bullets and guns away
from the soldiers who are fighting your
battles on the war fronts of the world.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. YATES. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BENTSEN. The gentleman from
Michigan in addressing his remarks to
my talk was concerned with dividends,
Although the gentleman from Michigan
did not yield to me at the time, I should
like to say to him that in the battle for
the minds of men he can measure his
dividends in gold star mothers if this
program fails.

Mr. YATES. The gentleman is cer-
tainly correct. I say to the House that
this is an important vote. This is vital
in maintaining the struggle against the
Soviet throughout the world. We must
carry it on through an effective means
of propaganda ,in order to supplement
and assure total victory in our fight
against the forces of oppression.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York
[Mr. TABER].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, the thing
about this proposition is just this: Unless
we serve notice on the Voice of America
by adopting this amendment that we
want that place cleaned up and made
effective, and the people put in charge of
it who can do a job in supporting the
United States of America, we will in-
deed be building an army of gold-star
mothers. That is where our trouble is.
We are not doing the job. I want to
congratulate the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RoonEY]l on the efforts he
has made. But we have to go further.
We have to make them clean up and
have a good Voice of America. God help
us if we do not have the courage to meet
this situation and tell those people that
they must clean up and have an effective
Voice. I was disappointed when the ma-
jority leader came here and produced a
list of these prominent people who he
said were members of the Advisory Com-
mittee. I talked with a member of the
Advisory Committee a little while ago,
who said he had not been called to a
meeting in a year. The editor of the
Saturday Evening Post, who was on that
committee, has never been called to a
meeting, and he wrote just a little while
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ago just what he thought about the sit-
uation and the way it was not being car-
ried on for the good of the American
people to get across the message of where
America stood. I want to see that done.
I want to see somebody who has some
knowledge of the psychology of the peo-
ple to whom he is broadcasting doing
the job. I want to see them putting
something across. If we do not tell this
fellow that he cannot go along in this
way any longer, it is just too bad. That
is all.

Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment
will be adopted and that we will make a
move toward a real Voice of America.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr,
RooneY].

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, in an-
swer to the distinguished gentleman
from New York [Mr. Tagerl, I say that
this committee has already served that
notice to which he refers, when it cut
this appropriation from $115,000,000 to
$85,000,000. Let me point out this to
you. In the marking up of this item of
this bill, every single member of the
subcommittee present, both majority
and minority was in agreement with the
exception of the gentleman from Ohio
who now offers the amendment to cut
the appropriation to $70,000,000.

The gentleman from Ohio, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Tager], and
others who have spoken in support of
the pending amendment have been op-
posed to having any Voice of America
for a long time past.

I say to you definitely that if you
adopt this amendment the radio broad-
casting and the overseas missions of the
Voice of America would have to be cur-
tailed below the minimum program level
considered essential hy your committee.
The six new languages approved by the
committee could not be added to the
broadcasting schedule. We would be
cutting our radio broadcasts to Russia
below the minimum requirement of 3
hours daily, or our 1% hours to the
European satellites, or our hali-hour
programs to such vital countries as
India, Malaya, Indonesia, and Thailand.
We must not allow our staffs overseas
to fall below the present ratio of one
American for every million and a half
persons of the free world. The Krem-
lin has one propagandist for every 660
people in the world. If the $70,000,000
proposal is accepted, it will mean that
Russia’s expenditure of over a billion
dollars a year, not counting the money
spent by the satellites and the native
Communist parties, will give her a 15
to 1 fire-power advantage over us,

May I point out to you further that
if you adopt this amendment offered by
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, CLEVEN-
GER] it would be possible to produce only
one motion-picture program about every
6 weeks. I am confident that the Mem-
bers of this House will look at this in
a sane and sober manner and that they
are not going to go along with this pro-
posed remedy for the patient’s sore
throat—a remedy that would cut off the
patient’s head.

Mr, Chairman, I have the greatest re-
spect for the gentleman from Ohio, but
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I must ask that the so-called Clevenger
amendment be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. CLEVENGER].

Mr. CRAWFORD., Mr. Chairman, on
that I ask for tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. ROONEY
and Mr. CLEVENGER.

The Committee divided; and the tellers
reported that there were—ayes 136, noes
167.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Woob of Idaho:
Page 15, line 25, before the perlod insert a
colon and the following: “Provided further,
That funds appropriated herein shall not be
available for any broadcast of any informa-
tion about the United States until the radio
script for such broadcast has been submitted
to and approved by a committee of members
of the Daughters of the American Revolution,
appointed by the president general of such
organization.”

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment
on the ground that it is legislation on an
appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman
from Idaho desire to be heard on the
raint or order?

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Yes, Mr. Chair-
man.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will only
hear the gentleman on the point of
order.

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
I submit that this is a limitation and not
legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman
completed his statement on the point of
order?

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CooreEr). The
Chair is prepared to rule.

The gentleman from Idaho ([Mr.
Woob] has offered an amendment which
has been reported by the Clerk. The
gentleman from New York [Mr. Roo-
NEY] makes a point of order against the
amendment on the ground it is legisla-
tion on an appropriation bill in violation
of the rules of the House.

The Chair invites attention to the fact
that the amendment definitely provides
for certain things to be done and invites
attention to a decision rendered by the
distinguished gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. MicHENER] in which it is stated:

An amen-iment withholding expenditures
of appropriations unless and until certain
books were supplied free to the National
Library for the Blind is ruled out of order.

The amendment very clearly contains
legislation which is sought to be offered
to an appropriation bill in violation of
the rules of the House. '

The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr, WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks at this point in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman fromn
Idaho?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Chairman,
there seems to be some unanimity of
opinion the Voice of America shall be
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permitted to continue. The whole ques-
tion seems to be: With what?

The good sense and patriotism of the
American people have been outraged, not
only by the ineptness of so much of the
program material but also because of the
fact that at least a portion of it has
been very definitely un-American, de-
voted to the thesis that America is not
now an indissoluble constitutional Union
of 48 States, but that it is a weak and
afraid government, seeking to merge its
fortunes into some illusory and fan-
tastic world government.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot afford to
hitch our wagon to that kind of a star.
In the first place, that kind of motive
power is too erratic. It tends to pull
this way and that as it is dominated by
the dissonant voices of ethnic and reli-
gious majorities.

In the second place, our wagon has too
much in it. It has the glorious record
of 300 years of unparalleled success in
working out the majority of our national
aims. Our wagon not only carries these
achievements; it carries the hopes of the
world that it shall continue in just this
form. We are a governmental light set
upon a hill of accomplishment.

We certainly cannot submerge this
kind of an America in the Sargasso sea
of conflicting and always inferior mon-
grel and selfish aims of peoples who have
yvet to demonstrate they understand one
Jjot or one tittle of what we are sup-
posedly trying to carry to them. Free-
dom canno be carried to a people in a
paper bag. It is a plant of slow growth,
which must first be implanted in the soul
by Almighty God.

The Voice should leave the realm of
mirages and abstractions and tell the
story of America as she is. 'To that end
my amendment leaves the editing of the
program material used by the voice to
the DAR, which is one of several organi-
zations which may yet be depended upon
to blow the trumpet of America without
the fuzzy overtones of a hybrid and un-
American ideology, deeply resented by
the majority of our people. If my
amendment be adopted, we need have
no further fears as to what kind of a
message shall be beamed out to the world.
The DAR is nonpartisan and deeply
patriotic. Mr. Chairman, I hope my
amendment may be adopted.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: .

Amendment offered by Mrs. RocErs of
Massachusetts. Page 15, following line 25,
insert a new paragraph to read as follows:

“There is hereby created a select commit-
tee to be composed of seven Members of the
House of Representatives to be appointed by
the Speaker, one of whom he shall designate
as chairman. Any vacancy occurrlng in the
membership of the committee shall be filled
in the same ‘manner in which the original
appointment was made,

“The committee is authorized and directed
to conduct a full and complete investigation
and study for the purpose of ascertaining
the means by which the national interest
may best be protected and served in time of
peace by the conduct of international infor-
mation services and in time of war or threat

‘of war by a civillan psychological warfare

agency.

“The committee shall report to the House
(or to the Clerk of the House if the House
is not in session) as soon as practicable dur-
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ing the present Congress the results of its
investigation and study, together with such
recommendations as it deems advisable.

“For the purpose of carrying out this
resolution the committee, or any subcom-=
mittee thereof, is authorized by the com-
mittee to hold hearings, is authorized to sit
and act during the present Congress at such
times and places within the United States,
whether the House is in session, has recessed,
or has adjourned, to hold such hearings,
and to require, by subpena or otherwise, the
attendance and testimony of such witnesses
and the production of such books, records,
correspondence, memorandd, papers, and
documents, as it deems necessary. Subpenas
may be issued under the signature of the
chairman of the committee or any member
of the committee designated by him, and
may be served by any person designated by
such chairman or member.

“There is hereby appropriated the sum of
$50.000 for the purposes of this proviso.”

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against this amendment
on the ground that it constitutes legis-
lation on an appropriation bill in viola-
tion of the rules of the House, How-
ever, since this amendment is offered by
the charming gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts, I reserve the point of order
so that we might all hear her remarks
which I know will be utterly delightful.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I appreciate that very much.
I would like to bring this amendment to
the attention -of the House again. I
have had it in the form of a resolution
before the Rules Committee for a great
many months.

I have heard a great deal of approval
expressed for this plan, beginning with
the Assistant Secretary of State, Mr.
Allen, now Ambassador to Belgrade, I
understand, by Mr. Barrett, Assistant
Secretary of State in charge of Voice of
America; and other public-relations offi-
cials, as well as by Members of the
House. I spoke to the Speaker in the
closing days of the last session of the
Congress, and I hope that I have his
approval and his interest in it.

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, after
hearing all the debate on the Voice of
America for several years, we are act-
ing as a perfectly futile body and that
the State Department is practically
futile in its efforts to have an effective
Voice of America. A commission of
Members of Congress constantly on the
wateh would be most constructive and
would be a great protection to America,

Mr. Chairman, we have too many
voices as it is.

There should be one Voice of America
for the United States—not several, such
as ECA, point 4, Voice of Freedom, and
the commercial broadcasts.

There should be a continuing legisla-
tive examination of psychological war-
fare practices and policies, such as was
proposed in my resolution introduced in
this Eighty-second Congress and in the
proposed amendment.

There should be an immediate apprais-
ment of successful and unsuccessful pro-
grams—radio, press, pamphlets, motion
pictures, and so forth—as employed in all
areas. This should be done with a view
toward abandoning unsuccessful pro-
grams and stepping up successful ones,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Radio Washington should be the name
source of United States of America offi-
cial broadcasts.

There should be a report to the people.
United States commercial radio and tele-
vision: corporations would be pleased to
cooperate. This report, made weekly,
would say what is being said about us by
other nations and say what we are reply-
ing to those other nations through the
Voice of America, I have a letter from
Secretary of State Barrett written last
year approving that.

Again I say, Mr, Chairman, that in-
stead of having the Voice of America we
should have a Radio Washington. Every
country in the world knows Washington,
knows that it is the seat of our Govern-
ment, and they would pay attention to
what goes out over Radio Washington.
They pay attention to Radio Rome, to
Radio Paris, and BBS, which is really
Radio London. Today no country pays
any attention, so far as I can tell, to the
Voice of America. They feel it is still

“the old commercial voice that was

started years ago and not a government
voice.

I earnestly hope, Mr. Chairman, that
you will assist in having this commission
created, Since the Democrats are in
control, there would be more Democrats
on the commission than Republicans,
and it should be nonpartisan. It would
work from month to month and year to
year,

We all know of the effective work done
by Admiral Zacharias in his radio broad-
casts to Japan during World War II.
It was conceded by many Japanese that
the atom bomb was not needed, and that
Admiral Zacharias’ broadecast brought
the Japanese to their senses.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that you will
assist me in getting this resolution passed
later,

Mr. ROONEY. Mr Chairman, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. Of course, the gentle-
woman knows that this is not the proper
forum for the discussion of her proposed
legislation.. This is legislation that
should be handled by the proper legis-
lative committee of the House. I do
not express an opinion one way or the
other, but it is my duty to make the
point of order against her proposed
amendment.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Ire-
alize that, Mr. Chairman, and I appre-
ciate your allowing me to speak at some
length on it, and I do think that this is
the time to bring it to the attention of
the House. If I had felt that we had
gotten anywhere with the Voice of Amer-
ica, I would not be so insistent in having
this resolution passed.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Instead
of having a commission, how would it be
if we had MacArthur speak for America?
What does the gentlewoman think about

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Well, he is always speaking for America.
Many people feel he is the voice of

~that?
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America and would like to have him
elected President of the United States.
The Commission provided for in my
amendment is a thing that would go on
for years and years. I hope we will have
a Radio Washington for all times.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. He has
not faded away yet.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. McCORMACK. Why not the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HOFF-
MAN].

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Of

course, I have not the conceit that some
other Members have,

Mr. McCORMACK. I asked the gen-
tlewoman and not the gentleman.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I
think the gentleman knows my answer
to that.

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentlewom-
an and I are in agreement; I assume
that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts has
expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
constrained to insist upon the point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts desire to be
heard on the point of order?

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I will not take up any more
time of the House. The Members all
know what the resolution provides. I
realize the amendment is out of order,
but time and time again the House has
passed legislation that was out of order
in an appropriation bill, This is
nothing new.

Mr. Chairman, I concede the point of
order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman
from Massachusetts has offered an
amendment which has been reported,
and the gentleman from New York makes
a point of order against it. The Chair
understood the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts to concede the point of order.
The point of order is sustained.

The Chair will announce, unless there
are other amendments to the provision
which has been under consideration, that
on yesterday the Clerk had read down to
and including line 6, page 57, so the Clerk
will now read at that point.

The Clerk read as follows:

TiTLE VI—GENERAL FPROVISIONS

Bec 601. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this act, or of the funds available
for expenditure by any corporation included
in this act, shall be used to pay the salary
or wages of any person who engages in a
strike against the Government of the United
States or who is a member of an organization
of Government employees that asserts the
right to strike against the Government of the
United States, or who advocates, or is a mem-
ber of an orgamzatlon that advocates, the
overthrow of the Government of the United
States by force or violence: Provided, That
for the purposes hereof an affidavit shall be
considered prima facie evidence that the per-
son mak!ng the affidavit has not contrary to
the provisions of this section engaged in a
strike against the Government of the United
States, is not a member of an organization of
Government employees that asserts the right
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to strike against the Government of the
United States, or that such person does not
advocate, and is not a member of an organi-
zation that advocates, the overthrow of the
Government of the United States by force or
violence: Provided further, That any person
who engages in a strike against the Govern-
ment of the United States or who is a mems-
ber of an organization of Government em-
ployees that asserts the right to strike against
the Government of the United States, or who
advocates, or who is a member of an organi-
zation that advocates, the overthrow of the
Government of the United States by force or
violence and accepts employment the salary
or wages for which are paid from any appro-
priation or fund contained in this act shall
be guilty of a felony and, upon conviction,
ghall be fined not more than §1,000 or im-
prisoned for not more than 1 year, or both:
Provided further, That the above penalty
clause shall be in addition to, and not in
substitution for, any other provisions of
existing law.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I of-
fer an amendment.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I won-
der if the majority might have a copy
of this so-called secret weapon of the
Republican Party. I have asked for it
now three or four times of the gentle-
man from California.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr, PHILLIPS. Just as a matter of
personal privilege, Mr. Chairman, the
_gentleman has a copy of it. I think he
‘has forgotten.

Mr. ROONEY. I do not have a copy,
I insist.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: On
page 58, following line 14, add a new section
to be numbered 109:

“None of the money appropriated in title
I of this act shall be paid to the head of
any executive department who, within a
period of 6 years preceding his appointment,
was a partner in, or a member of a profes-
sional firm which derived any part of its
income from representing, or acting for a
foreign government, or who, acting as an
individual, derived income from such repre-
sentation, unless hereafter appointed or re-
appointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate.”

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
constrained to make the point of order
against this proposed amendment that
it is legislation on an appropriation bill,
in violation of the rules of the House,

I direct the Chair's attention to Can-
non’s Precedents of the House of Repre=-
sentatives, volume 7, section 1632, which
reads as follows:

An amendment forbidding expenditure of
an appropriation unless action contrary to
existing law is taken is legislation and is not
in order as a limitation.

An amendment may not, under guise of
limitation, provide affirmative legislation on
an appropriation bill.

On June 4, 1910, the sundry civil appro-
priation bill was under consideration in the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, when Mr. N. E. Kendall, of
Iowa, offered an amendment providing a new
section as follows:

“No money appropriated herein shall be
expended for any work performed under con-
tract unless such contract shall contain a
stipulation that no laborer or mechanic do-
Ing any part of the same, under the employ
of any contractor or subcontractor contract-
ing for the performance of any part of said

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

work, shall be required or permitted to labor
more than 8 hours on said work in any one
calendar day.”

Mr. James A. Tawney, of Minnesota, made
the point of order that the amendment was
not a limitation but a change of existing law.

The Chairman ruled:

“The rule is well settled that a limitation
on an appropriation is in order. It is also
well settled that an amendment in the form
of a limitation which changes existing law
is not in order. The amendment offered by
th2 gentleman from Iowa is that—

“'No money appropriated herein shall be
expended for any work performed under con-
tract unless such contract shall contain a
stipulation that no laborer or mechanic doing
any part of the same, under the employ of
any contractor or subcontractor contracting
for the performance of any part of said work,
shall be required or permitted to labor more
than 8 hours on sald work in any one cal-
endar day.’

“In the first place, there are varlous ap-
propriations in this bill for the purpose of
carrying out contracts. These contracts un-
der existing law do not and cannot contain
the stipulation named in the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. And
if this amendment should prevail, no por-
tion of the money appropriated under this
bill for the carrying out of contracts could
be expended for that purpose, becanse those
ccntracts do not contain the stipulation
which the gentleman proposes, unless it be
held that this law writes into these con-
tracts the stipulation not contained in the
contracts themselves. If it be held that the
law writes Into the contract a stipulation
not now in the contract, that would be
clearly not only a change of law but a change,
pussibly, of the contract.

“Under the existing law, ‘also, the depart-
ment has the authority in reference to mak-
ing these contracts to leave out such a
stipulation as is now provided; and the test,
after all, in reference to limitation is whether,
when the provision is made under limita-
tion, the officers entrusted with the expendi-
ture of the appropriation may refuse to ex-
pend it, or whether they are required to ex-
pend it under changed conditions; whether
they must construe the limitation as a
change of law, and it is perfectly clear that
if this amendment prevalls that, at least as
to all contracts hereafter, the department
of the Government expending this appro-
priation would take this as a legislative
declaration that this stipulation must be In
the contract and not a mere limitation of
discreiion on their part for the expenditure
of the money. For both reasons the Chair
sustains the point of order.”

Mr. Chairman, I also call attention to
section 1634 of the same volume of Can-
non’s Precedents, which holds that—

Professed limitations not to become effec-
tive "unless"” or “until" affirmative action
was taken were held to be out of order in
an appropriation bill.

An amendment withholding expenditure
of appropriations *unless” and “until” cer-
tain books were supplied free to the National
Library for the Blind was ruled out of order.

I also direct the Chair’s attention to
section 1640 of the same volume of Can-
non’s Precedents, which holds that—

Provision that no appropriation provided
in the bill be available for any national park
“unless” park concessions were granted to
highest bidder therefor was held to be legis-
lation and not in order on an appropria-
tion bill.

Mr. Chairman, I submit that the
amendment offered by the gentleman

from California [Mr. PHILLIPS] is out of
order for the reasons just cited.
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from California desire to be heard
on the point of order?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do, briefly, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted
that the part of the amendment to
which the gentleman from New York
takes exception and makes a point of
order against is in the last 13 words,
beginning with the word “unless”; and
since he has cited the authorities, and
since the Chair has already ruled on a
similar point of order to another amend-
ment, I will concede the point of order,
and offer another amendment which I
have at the Clerk’s cesk.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, may I
be heard on the point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, of course
the author of the amendment, I pre-
sume, hag the right to concede the point
of order, insofar as he is concerned, but
it strikes me that there is a substantial
difference between the present amend-
ment and the one which was cited from
the precedents. In that case a new law
would be required—an 8-hour law. The
present amendment in the part follow-
ing the word “unless” merely recites
what is existing law and in our Con-
stitution, and that is that if someone
is appointed or reappointed and con-
firmed by the other body, he then has
the office. Therefore, there is a very
valid and vital distinction between the
amendment now pending and the
amendment in the citations given by
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Rooney]l. Language similar to the
present amendment was involved in the
Lovett case which went to the Supreme
Court and there was no ohjection to the
language all the way up to the Supreme
Court. :

The provision following the word “un-
less” merely recites what is existing law
under the Constitution, to wit, the ap-
pointment by the President of an offi-
cer and his confirmation by the Szn-
ate. No additional duties are required.
There is a great deal of difference be-
tween that and the requirement of the
amendment cited from the precedents
that an 8-hour law be enacted before
the amendment could become effective.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Then, Mr. Chairman,
if I may do so, I will not concede the
point of order, so that the Chair may
rule on it.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, CooPEr). The
Chair is prepared to rule on the point of
order.

The gentleman from California has
offered an amendment which has been
reported by the Clerk. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. RooNEY] has made
a point of order against the amendment
on the ground that it includes legisla-
tion on an appropriation bill in viola-
tion of the rules of the House.

The Chair has listened to the argu-
ment presented and has followed the

‘precedents cited by the gentleman from

New York [Mr. RooNEY], and is of the
opinion that the gentleman has cor-
rectly stated the precedents appearing
in section 1632 of Cannon’s Precedents.
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The Chair would invite attention to
the fact that that decision was made
by one of the most accomplished legisla-
tors and one of the greatest parliamen-
tarians who ever served in this body,
the Honorable James R. Mann, of
Illinois.

The gentleman also cites section 1634
of Cannon’s Precedents, to which the
Chair referred a moment ago in passing
upon a point of order made on a previ-
ous amendment offered.

In response to the observation made
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Vorysl, the Chair thinks he should state
that the Chair does not know any provi-
sion of law requiring the President of
the United States to submit the name of
one of his Cabinet officers to the Sen-
ate for confirmation after that Cabinet
officer has been appointed and confirmed
by the Senate and is now acting and
serving.

The Chair invites attention to the last
part of the amendment presented: “Un-
less hereafter appointed or reappointed
by the President and confirmed by the
Senate.” That would clearly impose a
duty upon the President of the United
States to reappoint a Cabinet officer and
submit the name of that appointee to
the Senate for confirmation. Therefore,
that would clearly provide legislation on
an appropriation bill, in violation of the
rules of the House, and the Chair sus-
tains the point of order.

Mr, PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment which is at the
Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: On
page 58, following line 14, add a new section
to be numbered section 602:

“None of the money appropriated in this
act shall be paid to the head of any execu-
tive department who, within a period of 5
years preceding his appointment, was a
partner in, or a member of, a professional
firm which derived any part of its income
from representlng. or acting for, a fl:lrelgn
government, or who, acting as an individual,
derived income from such representation.”

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Califor-
nia, and I will reserve the point of order
at this time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California is recognized in support
of his amendment.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that I may speak for
an additional 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California?

There was no objection.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment seeks to establish a principle,
It is that a Cabinet officer, like Caesar’s
wife, should be above suspicion.

The United States is going through
what may well turn out to be the most
serious and critical period in its history.
The future of this Nation will depend on
the results of decisions and negotiations
now being made. I submit, Mr. Chair-
man, that the suspicion of influence or
obligation should not fall upon the prin-
cipal negotiator, or the head of the pol-
icymaking department.
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I ask you, Mr. Chairman, to brush
fronr your mind any of the rumors, the
conjectures, the misstatements, the
clever cartoons, the propaganda, or even
the fishing expeditions of the State De-
partment itself. At no time has my sug-
gested amendment ever included more
than 2 or 3 of the names on the list of 37
released by the State Department. At
no time has it said that anyone doing
business with, or selling to, a foreign
nation, should be subject to the principle
involved. It has referred only to men
and women, never more than three or
four in number, who held policy-making
positions, and who had, within a few
years, represented a foreign government
for a fee. This is the principle; the
avoidance of suspicion of influence, or
obligation,

If you wish to ask me if I would like
the amendment to be widened, I would
be constrained to say “Yes.” Being a
Republican or a Democrat has nothing to
do with it. The issue is, in simple lan-
guage, being an Amrerican. At the mo-
ment, the discussion revolves around one
man. He is the head of the executive
department which presently is making
American policy in Europe, in Asia, in
Iran, in South America.

It is an amendment which can be ap-
plied, should similar circumstances exist,
to the head of any executive agency of
the Government.

The language is carefully chosen. It
is the language used in the act through
which the Congress increased the sal-
aries of various top-flight executives. If
we can raise a man's pay hy the language,
we can require him to meet the condi-
tions serving the safety of the Nation.

The present Secretary of State testi-
fied on January 13, 1949—hearings, Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee—that
he left the law office of Justice Brandeis
to join the law firm of which, according
to his own testimony, he was still a mem-
ber in 1949. Actually, a shortened time-
table of his associations would be as
follows: -

Joined firm of Covington, Burling,
Rublee, 1921. Leff firm May 1933 to be-
come Under Secretary of the Treasury.
Returned to the practice of law Novem-
ber 16, 1933, under the firm name, Cov-
ington, Burling, Rublee, Acheson, Shorb,
Firm name changed January 1, 1934.
Left firm January 31, 1941.

Assistant Secretary of State, begin-
ning February 1, 1941.

Under Secretary of State, from Au-
gust 16, 1945, to June 30, 1947.

Returned to the same law firm July 1,
1947, until January 18, 1949.

Became Secretary of State January 18,
1949.

Now, Mr. Chairman, having asked you
to observe that list of dates, I ask you
now to observe with great care the fol-
lowing dates, in which the same law firm,
or members of that firm, represented, for
pay, foreign nations, This to me is very
important.

Let me first quote two statements of
the Secretary of State himself. I call
him as my witness in support of my
amendment. Said the Secretary:

My name was not dropped from the title of
the firm. It was dropped from the list of
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pdriners who were connected with the firm.
The name and style of the firm remained
the same.

Do you suppose, Mr. Chairman, that
a foreign nation, seeing the name of the
Secretary of State or the Under Secre-
tary, then in office, in the firm name of
a Washington law firm, that this fact
would have any influence in the selec-
tion of a law firm to represent that na-
tion in profitable negotiations with the
United States Government?

And again:

I had no further connection with (this law
firm) until I returned to private practice
on July 1, 1947,

Please note: Upon his return to pri-
vate practice in 1947 the Secretary did
have a financial connection with' the law
firm and this continued until January 18,
1949, 3 days before he became Secretary
of State.

The Secretary was asked if there was
any chance for public misunderstanding.
This is the point, Mr. Chairman, of my
amendment. His reply was frank and
honest., I quote:

I should think there might very easily be,
and it will be my recommendation to my
partners that they would please me very
much, and I think serve themselves, by drop-
ping my name from the style of the firm.

I now come, Mr. Chairman, to the side
of the picture which creates the suspi-
cion of influence—the firm's business
with foreign governments. Shall I ask
you again, Mr, Chairman, if you are will-
ing to assure me that the fact that the
Secretary of State was in and ouf of a
law firm at intervals had no connection
with this business, or with its going to
that firm?

March 1946, the Government of Iran
retained the law firm to represent it in
proceedings before the Security Council,
which grew out of a complaint filed
against Iran by the Soviet Union. The
fee was $25,000. All these figures and
facts are from the Senate hearings and
from other factual records.

In July 1941 the firm was retained by
the Danish Ambassador. The present
Secretary of State was then the Assist-
ant Secretary of State.

In December 1945 one of the members
of the firm was retained to represent the
owners of nine Finnish ships. The pres-
ent Secretary was then Under Secretary.
This case, not being that of representing
the Government itself, does not fall un-
der my principle.

On February 8, 1947, the firm was re-"
tained by the Greek Government, to ad-
vise in proceedings before the United
Nations. The present Secretary was then
Under Secretary.

In December 1946 the firm was re-
tained by the Royal Swedish Air Board,
in connection with the purchases of air-
craft made in this country. The present
Secretary was then the Under Secretary.

In November 1947 the firm was re-
tained by the Republic of Colombia. The
present Secretary was then back in the
firm,

The most interesting example of rep-
resentation was the deal over the loans
to Poland. This was in October 1945.
The firm was retained by the Polish Sup-
ply Mission. The preseat Secretary was
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then Under Secretary. The loan was
'egranted, totaling $90,000,000. The firm’s
fee was $50,175. The Ambassador to Po-
Jand, Mr. Arthur Bliss Lane, opposed the
|granting of the loan. I refer you to his
{book, I Saw Poland Betrayed, at page
937 Only after President Truman, in
March 1947, made a strong statement of
'disapproval of the activities of the Polish
‘Government was the representation dis-
solved.

t. There is one interesting omission in
tiic testimony before the Senate com-
mittee from which I am quoting. The
Secretary undoubtedly forgot to men-
tion, unless my memory is in error, that
this loan was handled for the firm by
Mr. Donald Hiss.

Is not this enough, Mr. Chairman? Is
there any lawyer here, familiar with the
code of ethies of his high calling, who
does that think that, innocent as each
individual case may be, it would be well
for the present Secretary of State to
step out and to protect the United
States, in its present negotiations, and
those impending, from even the faintest
breath of suspicion of interest or influ-
ence or obligation?

Is there any judge who, under simi-
lar circumstances, would not disqualify
himself? He might be an honest and
capable judge, but the dignity of his
profession and the protection of its in-
tegrity would be a decisive factor in his
unwillingness to invite misunderstand-
ing or suspicion.

There is one other feature of this
curious and interesting case, but I shall
discuss that separately on another day.
I do not have time now. This is the
question of dual citizenship, as it is
called, under international law. The
present Secretary of State is an Ameri-
can citizen. He is, unless he himself has
taken affirmative action to change this
status, also a subject of Great Britain.
I have seen no record of this required
renunciation which must be taken after
he has attained maturity. Dual citizen-
ship is a curious status. It would en-
able anyone falling under it to ask for
a passport from either the United States
or from Great Britain, I have known of
people who have gone abroad, sometimes
with one passport, sometimes with the
‘other. In this case it does not in any
way challenge the Secretary’s American
citizenship, it only adds to the necessity
of having a head of this executive de-

* partment who can under no circum-
stances, and for no reason, be suspected
,of being influenced by another nation in
negotiations in which, as I said, the fu-
ture of the United States may well
depend.

It is better to stand on principle than
to yield the future of the United States
to political expediency.

I leave to others the question of the
Secretary’s competence in the admin-
istration of the office he now holds. I
confine myself to the principle of influ-
ence and obligation..

The amendment is simple:

On page 68, following line 14, add a new

section, to be numbered 6:

“None of the money appropriated in this
act shall be paid to the head of any executive
department who, within 5 years preceding
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his appointment, was a partner in, or a mem=-
ber of a professional firm which derived part
of its income from representing, or acting for
a foreign government, or who, acting as an
individual, derived income from such repre-
sentation.”

Personally, and aside from this
amendment, I think we might well con-
sider the record of the State Depart-
ment under the present Secretary. Do
you agree with a policy which told Rus-
sia we would not defend Korea and then,
when the Russians took us at our word,
sent our men, unprepared, into battle,
on Korea?

It is a policy which deprived us, be-
cause of personal antagonism, of the
brilliant services of General MacArthur,
Can you imagine General MacArthur
letting even the State Depariment get
him into a position where the cease-fire
negotiations could be used for Commu-
nist propaganda?

Our State Department, largely due to
the present Secretary of State, has lost
us the friendship and support of China.
Today, China, a member of the U. N. and
an ally who fought Red Russia for years
before we got into the Japanese conflict,
is not being invited to the negotiations
over the peace treaty with Japan.

Are you willing to leave Iran, and the
possibilities of world war III, to the same
influences? Do you want to retain the
Russian influences in the Department?

Do you want the imperialistic policies
of England to control, or the liberty-de-
termining policies of our own Consti-
tution, and of our own struggle for
liberty?

It has been said on this floor, and in
the newspapers, that the State Depart-
ment, under the present Secretary, is the
greatest single influence in Washington.
It has been said that it controls the
White House thinking, and that its infiu-
ence is strong in the Democratic Party.
We know that it infiuences the House
Committee on Foreign Affairs. We are
about to see today if it influences the
House of Representatives. The Repub-
lican Party has twice already passed res-
olutions saying the people of the United
States have lost confidence in the pres-
ent Secretary of State and that he
should resign or be removed.

That is the subject of the amendment,
the unfortunate result to the Nation of
a loss of confidence. The amendment is
very simple. You have heard it read.

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr,
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Washington.

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The
gentleman feels this amendment should
apply to all Cabinet officials?

Mr. PHILLIPS. I said I thought it
could. In this bill it applies to three.

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Why
should not the amendment apply to
Members of Congress who may have rep-
resented certain interests, then are
elected to Congress, or to Members of
Congress who have served here for some
time and then go out to represent private

‘interests and come on the floor of the

Congress of the United States and lobby?
Mr. PHILLIPS. I can answer that
very quickly. The gentleman knows I
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am very much in favor of the code of
ethics which was developed by the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Florida [Mr.
BennerTl]. That would be covered by
that.

Another answer is that every two
years Members of Congress go back to
the people and if the people are not
satisfied, we do not come back to the next
session., We are not the determining
factor, without such control, over a
policy which may well determine the fu-
ture history of the United States.

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. It
would occur to me that we ought to have
a bill dealing with the ethical conduct of
all public officials including Members of
Congress as well as those appointed by
the President of the United States?

Mr. PHILLIPS. Iam afraid right now
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Rooney] would make a point of order
against such an amendment if added
to this bill, 1

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I re-
new my point of order.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to be heard on the point of
order. -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
pleased to hear the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman,
the proposed amendment starts out un-
der the guise of a limitation, “No money
in this appropriation shall be paid,” and
so forth. A limitation, as I understand
it, cannot impose any more duties upon
an official, any affirmative duties, any
additional duties, that do not presently
exist by law.

Let us see what additional duties this
amendment imposes upon someone. If
does not state here, but someone has to
carry out the provisions of this amend-
ment if it were held to be in order and
it was adopted. “Who in a period of 5
years preceding his appointment,” Who
is going to determine the 5-year period?
Somebody has got to say. That is an
additional duty and responsibility rest-
ing upon somebody. That is legislation.
“Was a partner in.” Somebody has to
pass on that. That imposes additional
duties upon somebody. “Or a member
of a professional firm which derived any
part of its income from representing,
or acting for a foreign government.”
That imposes additional duties upon
some one, and that duty is not imposed
upon anybody by law now. There is no
organic law now relating to it. “Or who,
acting as an individual, derived income
from such representation.” There are
many firms where men may be partners
in one thing and in one case, and not
partners in another. Somebody has to
determine all of these factors.

Mr. Chairman, under the guise of a
limitation I respectfully submit that the
proposed amendment constitutes pure
legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from California [Mr. PHI1LLIPS] de-
sire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes, Mr. Chairman,
I am sure that all the information
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necessary was necessarily obtained be-
fore the appointment was made. It all
appears, I will say to the gentleman from
Massachusetts, in the Senate hearings,

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, may I be -eard on the point
of order?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
hear the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I wish
to speak very briefly to the point of order
only to point out the absurdity of the
argument made by the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack]. If
his argument is logically followed
~hrough it would not be possible for the
Congress to make any appropriation,
because every appropriation that we
make requires that someone take some
action to determine that a condition or
situation exists before the money ap-
propriated can be had or used. For ex-
ample, if we make an appropriation for
the armed services, someone has to
certify the individuals who are entitled
to receive it. Someone must take action
to create the obligation which justifies
the expenditure. What I say with ref-
erence to this appropriation is true with
reference to every appropriation bill.
Every appropriation requires something
be done before the money becomes avail-
able, en action which is incidental
rather than legislative.

Mr. WERDEL. My, Chairman, may I
be heard on the point of order?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will
hear the gentleman. :

Mr. WERDEL. MNMr. Chairman, the
argument as presented by the gentle-
man from Massachusetts puts the
House in this position if it is carried
through to its logical conclusion. If the
House, in passing upon the appropria-
tion for the Office of Secretary of State,
is of the opinion that we should not in
the interest of our country have that
Secretary of State, then we have one of
two choices: to provide no money what-
ever or take him. I have made inquiry
in regard to the amount of money re-
ceived by Dean Acheson’s law firm in
claims against United States for foreign
countries. It covered the period from
the time that our present Secretary of
State brought Donald Hics into that
law office, up to but not including this
year the total fees for representing for-
eign countries is over $450,000, not in-
cluding advance costs——

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants
to hear the gentleman on the point of
order.

Mr. WERDEL. I am speaking to the
point of order,

Mr. Chairman, I make this point of
order. I an: of the opinion, and I be-
lieve many Members of the House are,
that we should not have the present
Secretary of State——

The CHAIRMAN. Well, that is not
on the point of order. Unless the gen-
tleman wants to discuss the point of
order, the Chair will not hear the gen-
tleman.

Myr. WERDEL. If the Chair will bear
with me and let me finish, if the Chair
sustains this point of order, he then puts
us in this position, that if the House is
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of the frame of mind that we do not
have a Secretary of State to the interest
of our country, the only thing we can
do is to shut off the whole amount of
this appropriation for the Department
of State.

The CHAIRMAN. That is not at all
applicable to the question now pending
before the House.

The Chair is prepared to rule.

The gentleman from California has
offered an amendment which has been

reported by the Clerk. The gentleman

from New York has made a point of
order against the amendment on the
ground that it is not a proper limitation
on an appropriation bill.

The Chair has examined the amend-
ment with some degree of care, and
would invite attention to the fact that
it provides:

None of the money appropriated in title
I of this act shall be paid to the head of any
executive department who, within a period
of 5 years preceding his appointment, was a
partner in, or a member of a professional firm
which derived any part of its income from
representing, or acting for a foreign govern-
ment, or who, acting as an individual, de-
rived income from such representation.

It should be clear that almost any
limitation must necessarily require some
action on the part of somebody. One of
the classic illustrations given on many
occasions by the distinguished parlia-
mentarian to whom the Chair made ref-
erence a few moments ago, Hon, James
R, Mann, of Illinois, was that if a provi-
sion states that “no part of this appro-
priation shall be paid to a red-headed
man,” somebody will have to find that
red-headed man and determine whether
his hair is red; therefore, it would appear
that in any instance where a limitation
is sought to be imposed there must be
some activity contemplated or some ef-
fort exerted by somebody to carry out
the provisions of the limitation.

The Chair would invite attention to
section 1593 of Cannon’s Precedents, and
reads the syllabus:

A provision that no part of an appropria-
tion be used for payment of any employee not
appointed through the civil service was held
to be a limitation and in order on an appro-
priation bill.

That decision was on December 8,
1922,

The Chair is of the opinion that that
decision is applicable to the pending
question raised by the point of order
made by the gentleman from New York.
It would appear that the over-all and
controlling element of the pending
amendment is a limitation on an appro-
priation bill. It is entirely negative in
character, and does not affirmatively im-
pose any additional duties - upon any-
body.

Therefore the Chair overrules the
point of order.

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I offer a preferential motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Mack of Washington moves that the
committee rise and report to the House with
the recommendation that the enacting clause
be stricken out.

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr,
Chairman, most of the time on most is-
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sues I agree and vote with the Republi-
cans. I do this partly because of party
loyalty but mostly because I regard the
Republican position on most matters to
be the better one.

However, sometimes I support and vote
with the Democrats. Today, I agree with
those Democrats who are urging a strong
bipartisan foreign policy. I believe in a
strong bipartisan foreign policy, and I
agree with the Democrats who want that
kind of a policy.

Most of all I agree with those Demo-
crats who believe the first plank and
cornerstone of any effective bipartisan
foreign policy is the obtaining of a new
Secretary of State.

I find many of the Democratic lead-
ers in Congress agree with me that the
present Secretary of State should be dis-
missed and a new Secretary of State ap-
pointed in his place. These Democrats
and I all hold this would promote na-
tional unity and thereby increase our na-
tional strength.

For example, I read in the Washington
Post of August 4, 1950, a news item which
said:

Representative Priest, according to the
AP, said in Nashville, Tenn., Tuesday that he
felt Acheson and Johnson should be replaced
in the interest of national unity.

“I am using my influence toward that end,”
he said.

He added, “I feel that above everything
else today we need unity of spirit and pur-
pose. In the interest of a completely unified
effort in the task ahead of us, I feel that the
Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of
State should be replaced.”

I regard the gentleman from Tennes-
see, the majority whip, as one of the
ablest, most paftriotic and likable Mem-
bers of the House, When he says the in-
terest of national unity will be served by
the removal of Mr. Acheson, I agree with
him, and I am willing to be of what
assistance I can to him when he says he
is using his influence to get Mr. Acheson
removed.

The article also carried the names of
several Democratic Senators whom
Newsman Wilson claimed had asked
Acheson’s firing.

This article of Newsman Wilson prob-
ably was carried by many hundreds of
American newspapers from coast to coast
since the United Press serves many hun-
dreds of dailies with its news service.

Also, I have - found signed articles in
the Washington Times-Herald on May 17,
1951, by News Reporter Walter Trohan
and on May 18, 1951, by Reporter Willard
Edwards, both of which asserted that
Democratic top leaders of the Congress
from both its houses went to the White
House to bring up the matter of Ache-
son’s removal. The Edwards article
says that when one of these top Demo-
cratic leaders brought up the matter of
Acheson’s dismissal that “the President
brushed it aside.”

Arthur Sears Henning, writing in the
Washington Times-Herald on May 21,
1951, only 60 days ago, said:

Two Democratic leaders swelled the anti-
Acheson chorus over the week end. Repre-
sentative Pmiest, of Tennessee, Democratic
whip in the House, said that the resignation
of Acheson “would contribute to unity in
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the country and in Congress.” Representa-
tive Gogg, also of Tennessee, generally an
administration supporter, said that “we can-
not have unity and leadership while Dean
Acheson remains as Secretary of State.”

The question is not whether Secretary
Acheson is a patriotic man. It is not
whether he is an honest man. It is not
whether he is a kindly and courteous
man.

The vital question is, “Has Mr. Ache- -

son, as Secretary of State, done a good
job in defeating the spread of our enemy,
communism?”

We must look to the record to find the
answer to that question. Twelve years
ago the State Department had only 5,000
employees. Today it has almost 29,000.

Twelve years ago, in 1938, the State
Department was spending only $19,600,-
000 in a year. For the coming year, Sec-
retary Acheson has asked a budget of
more than $283,000,000, an almost
fifteenfold increase over 1938.

Also, since 1939 our Government has
given away to foreign nations in gifts
and grants more than $101,000,000,000.

Much of this was done under Mr.
Acheson's leadership. With all this
vast increase in personnel and in dollars
expended he was supposed to stop the
spread of communism. Did he do it?
The answer is that the Russian Commu-
nists had 179,000,000 people under their
domination 6 years ago and today have
790,000,000 under their domination.

The record reveals that the State De-
partment under Mr. Acheson has failed
utterly and completely in checking the
spread of communism.

If a football team loses game after
game, season after season, the thing to
do is to get a new coach. If a business
goes into the red ink further and fur-
ther, year after year, the thing for the
directors to do is get a new manager.
‘When our State Department, even with
vastly increased expenditures, constantly
loses ground in the fight against Rus-
sian communism, it seems to me that
common sense dictates we should get a
new Secretary of State.

I noted a news article in the Wash-
ington Times-Herald in its issue of Au-
gust 4, 1950, referring to Mr. PRIEST'S
effort to get Mr. Acheson disrissed as
Secretary of State, which said:

The President made this statement at his
weekly news conference when told by a re-
porter that Representative PriesT, Democrat,
of Tennessee, had called for bhoth Secre-
tarles [Johnson and Acheson] to resign in
view of develoyments in Eorea. Mr. Tru-
man said sharply that PriesT, as Democratic
Party whip in the House, had no business
making a statement of that kind.

Despite the President’s condemnation
of the majority whip, I still think that
my friend the gentleman from Tennes=
see [Mr. Priest] is right, and in the
interest of national unity, I will do
what I can to assist Mr. Priest in get-
ting Mr. Acheson out of office.

But the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Priest] is not the only Democrat
who thinks Mr. Acheson, in the interest
of national unity, should be dismissed
as Sczeretary of State.
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The Washington Times-Herald of
May 3, 1951, less than 90 days ago, car=-
ried an article which, in part, said:

Representative Cox, Democrat, of Georgla,
said he would support any drive to force
Acheson out. So did Representative Ran-
KIN, of Mississippl.

This Times-Herald article of May 3,
1951, quoted the gentleman from Geor-
gia, Representative Cox, as having said:

This would cut the ground from under
hi1 [Acheson], and he will have to quit or
President Truman will have to fire him.

In an article written by Lyle C. Wil-
son, of the United Press, one of Amer-
ica’s greatest news-gathering agencies,

and which appeared in the Washington

Times-Herald May 29, 1951, less than 60
days ago, Newspaperman Wilson said:

Columnist Thomas Stokes has been con-
sistently friendly to the Roosevelt-Truman
administration. BStokes now reports that
* + ¢ gpeaker RAYBURN, of Texas * * *
and House Democratic Leader McCorMACK,
of Massachusetts, and the Democratic House
whip are among thgse who have sought
Acheson’s ouster.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MACK of Washington. T yield.

Mr. McCORIIACK. So far as the
gentleman from Massachusetts is con-
cerned, Mr. Stokes made an incorrect
statement. It is not a quotation, but
simply an incorreet statement.

Mr. MACK of Washington.
the gentleman's word.

Mr. McCORMACK. It is just an in-
correct statement.

Mr. STOCEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. STOCKEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
want to take this opportunity to state
at this time my endorsement of the
action taken by the House when the
amendment which would have cut $20,-
000 from the funds provided for the
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commis-
sion was rejected. This is a very im-
portant item of this bill, and I hope it
can be retained throughout the course
of the bill through the Congress without
cut in funds. This item is of vital im-
portance to the American tuna industry
which is now the most valuable fishery
in the United States. g

I am advised that the proposed appro-
priation of $50,000 barely would support
a skeleton staff with little equipment at
the United States headquarters in San
Diego, Calif., and would eliminate any
possibility of establishing the field lab-
oratory at Puntarenas which has been
assured Costa Rica. It would be impos-
sible to carry out any of the field work
necessary to begin the solution of the
bait and other supply problems. If the
Congress finds it impossible under pres-
ent conditions to supply the full amount
of funds requested for proper handling
of this critical food and international
relations problem, then I urge that we

I accept
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provide at least sufficient funds to meet
our minimum obligation with Costa
Rica. The appropriation should be
sufficient to at least enable the Commis-
sion to get under way with a small staff,
establish a field station at Puntarenas,
and carry out the minimum amount of
field work required to begin solution of
the bait problem.

I am advised that at least $100,000
would be required to cover the necessary
skeleton staff and minimum eguipment
for the work and station at San Diego,
Calif., and to cover the field station and
the gear and boat services to begin the
bait work in Costa Rica waters, and I
urge that this entire amount be made
available.

In 1950, over 00,000,000 pounds of
tuna were landed by American fisher-
men and this was processed into canned
tuna and byproducts having a whole-
sale value of $125,000,000. The industry
gives direct employment to many thou-
sands of fishermen and cannery work-
ers, not to mention the related industries
that service this huge fleet. In addition
to the large vessels that engage in the
fishery all the year around, there are
about 2,500 smaller boats that fish for
tuna during a part of the year, when
they can no longer fish for salmon or
other fish. This provides year-round
employment for both fishermen and
cannery workers. Investment in tuna
vessels and shore establishments is in
the vicinity of $125,000,000.

In 1950 the American tuna industry
established new records of production
for the fifth consecutive year—and con-
sumption kept pace with production.
Any threat to the continuing welfare and
growth of this industry is a threat to an
important high-protein, low-cost food
resource. As food prices mount, canned
tuna becomes increasingly essential to
our national diet.

The cost of conducting the full-scale
investigation amounts annually to only
about three-tenths of 1 percent of the
value of the product. That does not
seem a high rate to pay to insure con-
tinued production.

Most of the tuna is taken by bait boats.
This type of fishing is completely de-
pendent on availability of live bait which
is thrown out to attract the tuna. The
bait fish are found in the territorial wa-
ters of the Latin-American countries of
the tropical Pacific. They cannot suc-
cessfully be transported from United
States waters.

The bait situation gives rise to some of
our most critical international fishery
problems, that can only be settled be-
tween governments. The people of the
Latin-American countries have seen this
huge fleet of United States vessels fish-
ing at their doorsteps, harvesting this
valuable resource of the high seas. They
are not now able to participate in the
tuna fishery themselves, but they hope
one day to be able to do so. They are
fearful that the United States will ex-
haust the resource before that day comes.
They are fearful, too, that the fishermen
will exhaust the bait resource which is a
valuable source of revenue to these na-
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tions. Tuna fishermen pay annually
some two and one-half to three million
dollars, in licenses and fees, for the privi-
lege of taking bait from the terriforial
waters of countries south of the United
States.

Such information as we now have in-
dicates that these fears are not well-
founded, but not enough scientific evi-
dence is available to prove the case or
convince our neighbors. As a result of
these apprehensions of our Latin-Amer-
ican neighbors, the tuna fleet frequently
operates under restrictive conditions
that are not conducive either to efficient
production or to good relations. License
fees and_fishing regulations have been
changed often and radically, sometimes
with very little notice or none at all,
Taking of bait during certain seasons has
been prohibited. These measures, pro-
mulgated in the name of conservation,
are taken without factual information
and hence are not in fact protecting the
stocks.

This situation has created irritations
and tensions resulting in needless fric-

=tion. If allowed to continue, they con-
stitute a very real threat to the continued
success of the industry.

The Inter-American Tropical Tuna
Commission was established by treaty to
carry on scientific studies which will pro-
vide the information necessary to deter-
mine the effect of the fishery upon the
stocks of tuna and tuna bait. This can
only be done by an international body
in which all the affected nations have an
equal voice. Our Latin-American neigh-
hors will have confidence in the results
of the investigations of the Commission
because they will help guide its policies
and will participate in its work. That
confidence and the resulting solution of
the problems could never be achieved by
unilateral action, either on the part of
the tuna industry or the Unifted States
Government.

The tuna convention was approved by
the United States and was duly ratified
by the Senate. The Congress passed the
implementing legislation without a dis-
senting vote.

The Government of Costa Rica has
entered into this agreement with the
United States in good faith and has
hailed the establishment of the Commis-
sion as an earnest of our desire and in-
tention to work out our problems with
our Latin-American neighbors and elimi-
nate causes of friction on a fair and
factual basis. Costa Rica has invited
the other affected nations to join in this
cooperative project, and we have reason
to believe they will, provided the Com-
mission shows vigor, intelligence, and
cooperativeness in attacking the prob-
lems which are causing distrust and
friction.

At this critical time in the establish-
ment of the Commission and its work,
failure of the United States to provide
funds adequate to enable the Commis~
sion to undertake at least its minimum
commitments surely would be looked
upon as an act of bad faith on the part
of the United States. Not only would
the work which has so far been done be
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wasted, but we would take upon our-
selves a measure of ill will which would
set us back in our relations with our
neighbors further than before these ne-
gotiations were begun. Such a failure
would practically eliminate any possi-
bility of resuming this line of approach
for a long time to come.

If the Congress did not desire to see
this important work undertaken, it
should have refused to ratify the con-
vention and enact the implementing leg-
islation in the beginning, rather than
make it ineffective by permitting only a
starvation diet now.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the preferential
motion.

Mr, Chairman, I hope the motion will
be defeated, and yield back the balance
of my time. v -

Mr. BEALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the REcorb.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. BEALL. Mr. Chairman, I will vote
for this amendment to forbid any appro-
priations to the State Department until
Dean Acheson is removed from his
office of Secretary of State only after a
great deal of thought.

It is not the prerogative of the House
of Representatives to select or to remove
a Cabinet officer, particularly the man
who, by tradition, is the principal ad-
viser to a President. But there comes a
time in the life of a nation when un-
usual events require unusual actions.

Never in history has come such a pub-
lic demand from all over the United
States for the removal of any one man
from office. I do not need to tell you
this, Your mail, your telephone calls,
and personal visits from your constit-
uents have brought the same clamor to
your offices.

Why has this situation come about?
What has brought on this unprecedented
demand? This demand from the people
themselves?

It is loss of confidence in the man who
has guided our foreign policy where after
five short years we not only stand on the
brink of war—we are in war—a war in
Korea in which the casualties amount to
more casualies than we suffered in a full
year in World War 1I. A war called a
“police action,” which the President, on
the advice of his Secretary of State, had
no plans of ending except in a stale-
mate—an act of appeaserient itself—
and a refusal to permit our military
leaders to use their best military judg-
ment. This, in spite of the fact that 90
percent of the troops involved are our
own men; that our casualties amount to
over 100 percent of the total men con-
tributed by our so-called allies, except
Korea.

Who is this man, Dean Acheson, who -

holds the fate of our country in his
hands?

He is the man, who as Secretary of
State, refused to turn his back on Alger
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Hiss, the convicted perjurer, who was
his confidant and aide.

He is the man who insisted there were
no Communists in the State Department
and who now belatedly has called for
the investigation and suspension of some
of his top aides years after he had been
informed of their machinations.

He is the man who is willing to risk
war and fight Communists on one side of
the globe but turns a soft answer to them
on the other side of the world while our
men are fighting and dying.

He is the man, who without precedent
in history, has captured the mind of
the President so that today he is the
most powerful man in the country.

What is Dean Acheson’s background?
Who is he?

This man who became our fiftieth
Secretary of State was born of British
parentage. By accident of birth in Mid-
dletown, Conn., he became an American
citizen. ;

But did you know he holds dual
citizenship?

The British law states that any child
born of British parents is a British citi-
zen, regardless of where he was born,
unless he rejects that citizenship in writ-
ing. Dean Acheson, to public knowledge,
has never rejected it.

Most of his youth he spent in Canada.
Then he went to Groton, an exclusive
boys’ school, whose headmaster not only
was educated in England but who pat-
terned that school after the British ex-
clusive schools. He was said to be “a
lone wolf and a rebel.”

_I think he has evidenced these quali-
ties in his office for regardless of what
the country believes, he rebels against
American thinking and is a lone wolf in
his foreign policies.

He attended Yale and then Harvard
where he came under the influence of
Associate Justice Felix Frankfurter, an-
other man who not only did not turn
pts back on Alger Hiss but who appeared
in an unprecedented action as character
witness before a court trying a man—
that same Alger Hiss—on perjury
charges involving treason to his country.

Dean Acheson has been in and out of
public office in the United States since
1933 when he was Under Secretary of
the Treasury. In the interim he has
had a lucrative law practice in Wash-
ington. In 1940 he was an active mem-
ber of the Committee To Defend America
by Aiding the Allies. As a result of these
activities, which aided in pushing us into
the war, he was appointed Assistant Szc-
retary of State in 1941.

He held that position under several
Secretaries of State. In 1945, he criti-
cized General MacArthur for attempt-
ing to make rather than carry out United
States occupation policy in Japan and 2
months later, in November 1945, he
spoke before a meeting sponsored by
the National Council of Soviet-American
Friendship. It was in December of that
year that Maj. Gen. Patrick Hurley who
had just resigned as Ambassador to
China linked Dean Acheson with a group
in the State Department which wanted
to arm the Chinese Communists and
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pbring about the defeat of Chiang Kai-
shek and of attempting to defeat United
States policy in Iran. General Hurley
at that time demanded a full investiga-
tion of the State Department.

Throughout his career as Under Sec-
retary of State, Dean Acheson has al-
ways associated with persons and pol_i-
cies of the so-called left-wing group in
the State Department. But in spite of
that, upon the resignation of General
Marshall, Dean Acheson was appointed
Secretary of State by the President in
1949.

Since he has occupied the exalted office
of Secretary of State, this American
citizen of British parentage has con-
stantly followed the foreign policy of
Great Britain with whom he feels more
at home by inclination, ancestry and
education. He has permitted this coun-
try to drift into a defeatist attitude
of “waiting to let the dust settle” in
the Far East, in order that Britain might
carry on trade as usual. He has no plan
except to put this country info a
strait-jacket of managed economy
similar to the Government of Greaf
Britain until some internaticnal events
move him to some other vague plan.

This man, who has never held elective
office in his life, has the power of life
or death over our Nation.

It is not enough, that under his Sven-
gali-like influence over a weak and vacil-
lating President, that this great coun-
try—this strong Nation—has reached
the impasse where we publicly announce
that we will not fight an enemy and
beg for peace at any price but now he
proposes that he be absolute dictator
over all American citizens.

State Department plans call for Ache-
son’s absolute control over $10,000,000,-
000 in foreign-aid programs which in-
clude ECA, point 4 and all military allo-
cations of food, clothing, machinery,
arms and ammunition. This would give
Dean Acheson control over domestic
prices and production in the placement
of orders and demands for supplies and
production materials.

He is already the undisputed boss of
this Nation’'s foreign policy. He controls
the public utterances of the Defense De-
partment and a vast propaganda ma-
chine in the Voice of America. And only
recently we find him using that same
Voice of America in his famous guid-
ance paper No. 28, dated December 23,
1949, which was circulated to all our
diplomatic missions abroad which gave
the false impression that the loss of For-
mosa would not damage the interests
of the United States and that we had
no interest in it which was contrary to
all military advice. This was a delib-
erate lie and a party line attempt to
excuse the fall of Formosa fo the Red
Communists when the time was ripe.

Through his allocations of raw ma-
terials, both domestic and foreign, he
has served his mother country and the
British Socialist Government.

All he needs now to complete his ab-
solute control over the Nation is con-
gressional approval.

I say the time is past due for this man
to go. A supine President, a weak and
stubborn President, has reiterated time
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after time that he will not call for the
resignation of Dean Acheson in spite of
the loss of public confidence and public
clamor for his removal. His policies
have been proved a failure, and yet he
is asking for more power.

There is only one solution—one way
to get this albatross from the necks of
the American people—and that is by
this amendment which would deny
funds to the State Department until
this “lone wolf and rebel” is removed
from public life.

I urge its enactment.

The CHATRMAN. 'The question is on
the preferential motion offered by the
gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Mackl].

The preferential motion was rejected.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes in opposition to
the amendment,

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I won-
der if we could agree on a limitation of
time for debate to 10 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I object.

Mr. ROONEY. Make it 20 minutes?

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. You
might as well withdraw that.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the Phillips amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 30 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Chairman, I offer a preferential motion.,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman from New York
withhold that until the gentleman from
New York [Mr, TaBer] returns to the
Chamber?

Mr. ROONEY. That will be all right
with me, but I do not know about the
gentileman from Michigan [Mr. HorF-
MAN].

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. He
would object to you, anyway.

Mr, ROONEY. I know that.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man desire recognition now?

Mr. ROONEY. I do, Mr. Chairman.
I rise in opposition to the Phﬂlips
amendment.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it. :

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Does
that take precedence over the preferen-
tial motion that has been on the desk?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair had rec-
ognized the gentleman New York [Mr.
Roowey] and the gentleman has the
floor. He cannot be taken off.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Rooneyl.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, our es-
teemed friends on the minority side of
the aisle tried the blunderbuss approach,
found it boomeranged so badly that they
tried to run for cover. They tried the
sharpshooter approach and found that
such a blatantly illegal proposition had
not the chance of a snowball in Hades.
Now they want to dupe us with an
amendment that is calculated to appear
in the best interests of the Government.
I refer, of course, to the so-called Phil-
lips amendment, this ruse, the sole pur-
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pose of which, as everybody knows, is to
“get Acheson”—not by constitutional
means but by a camouflaged bill of at-
tainder act. Must we countenance this
appeal that the means justify the ends?
How low must we be called upon to
stoop?

Where I come from great faith is put
on a man’s ability to stand up and fight
for what be believes and what he thinks
is best for the country. The people in
my distriet do not like slippery, snide,
and sharp practices.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, a point of order. I ask that
those words be taken down, and I want
to state the grounds.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman
demand that the words be taken down?

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan, I do;
and I want to state my reasons.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
cannot state reasons when he makes the
demand.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I make
the point of order that the words are out
of order because they accuse Members,
on this side of slippery conduct.

The regular order was demanded.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
kindly respect the Chair.

Mr. HOFFMAN o Michigan. I do.
But under the rules of the House I have
the right to state the reason why I com-
plain.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman de=
mands that the words be taken down?

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. For the
third time I say “Yes.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read
the words objected to.

The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr. RooNeEY: Where I come from great
falth is put on a man's ability to stand up
and fight for what he believes and what he'
thinks is best for the country. The people

in my district do not like slippery, snide.'
and sharp practices.

ts'ghe CHAIRMAN. The Committee wi]l
b

Accordingly the Committee rose, and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. CoorERr, Chairman of the Committee'
of the Whole House on the State of the'
Union, reported that that Committee;
having had under consideration the b
(H. R. 4740) making appropriations fo
the Departments of State, Justice, and
Commerce, and the judiciary, for the
fiscal year 1952, certain words used in
debate were objected to and on request
were taken down and read at the clerk's
desk, and he herewith reported the same
to the House.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will repor!:
the words objected to.

The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr, RooNEY: Where I come from great
faith is put on a man’s ability to stand up
and fight for what he lLelieves and what he
thinks is best for the country. The people
in my district do not like slippery, snide,
and sharp practices.

The SPEAEKER. The Chair has lis-
tened to these words as spoken and as
read twice. The Chair does not think
that it should offend anybody for the
gentleman from New York [Mr.’
RoonNEY] to brag of his constituents, as
to their character or as to their ability,
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It appears to the Chair that these words
were spoken with reference to an amend-
ment and not with respect to a Member
of the House of Representatives; and
therefore, there is no reflection on any
Member of the House. The Chair so
holds.

The Committee will resume its sitting,

The Committee resumed its sitting.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York will proczed. .

Mr. ROONEY. 8o that the gentleman
from Michigan thoroughly understands
what I am saying, I repeat: Where I
come from great faith is put on a man’s
ability to stand up and fight for what he
believes and what he thinks is best for
the country. The people in my district
do not like slippery, snide, and sharp
practices.

] L - - L

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I demand that those words
be taken down. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the words objected to.

The Clerk reported certain words ob-
jected to.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, those are not the words we
object to. I want those words taken
down that attacked the integrity of the
Republican Members of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the words.

The Clerk reported certain words ob-
jected to.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the further words, and we will see
if these are the words objected to.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I ap-
preciate the Chair's effort to find the
exact words objected to.

The Clerk read certain words.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Let
the rest of it come along. Let us have
the words about the lynching, and about
the Member from California.

Mr. CHELF. Read his whole speech.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
think that would be a good thing.

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I
make the point of order that the request
of the gentleman from Massachusetts
came too late.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts.
gentleman is a little late, himself,

Mr. FERNANDEZ. His request was
that certain words said back yonder
should be taken down. The request must
be made at the time the words are being
spoken, and those have already been
taken down.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts demanded that the
words be taken down apparently as soon
as they were uttered. The Chair is en-
deavoring to find the words objected to.
He will have the Clerk report them as
soon as they are transcribed.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. McCORMACK. When a demand
is made that the words be taken down,
and I am not stating this in any way
in opposition to the efforts to have the
words taken down, the words taken down
should be those that preceded the de-

The
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mand, not those that may have been
expressed 1 or 2 minutes before.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I
would say to the gentleman that we had
to let the gentleman develop his theme
before we raised the point of order. Now
I want the right words. The reference
to lynching is what I want read par-
ticularly.

The CHAIRMAN. An effort is being
made to find the right words.

Mr. FORAND, Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman "

will state it.

Mr. FORAND. In order to straighten
out this entire situation, would it be
possible for us to have the entire speech
read? Then our friends on the other
side would surely have the words they
want.

The CHATRMAN. An effort is being
made now to have the words transeribed.

The Clerk will report the words ob-
jected to.

The Clerk read certain words.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, what about the words to the
effect that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia was dishonorable?

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr. Chairman,
without in any way touching on the
question or expressing my own views as
to whether the remarks in reference to
Iynching violate the rules of the House,
I ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman from New York may be per-
;nitted to withdraw the remarks objected
0.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I would normally be very
glad to have the gentleman withdraw
his remarks, but in view of the way the
gentleman has presented his remarks,
making atfacks upon the Republican
membership and the gentleman from
California in particular, these remarks
are unparliamentary and should not
have been uttered. I cannot let the
gentleman withdraw them.

Mr, McCORMACK. I am not con-
ceding that.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusets. That
is why I cannot let him withdraw them.

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr. Chairman,
whenever this sort of thing has hap-
pened on either side, and Members have
asked unanimous consent to withdraw
their remarks, permission has been given,

Mr., MARTIN of Massachusetts. But
such a request is not preceded by the
kind of statement you just made.

Mr. McCORMACK. I will withdraw
my statement, if the gentleman is dis-
turbed by the statement I made. That
was my own personal expression., I will
withdraw that.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman from New York
may be permitted to withdraw his state-
ment in reference to lynching.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?
i Lgr. ANGELL. Mr, Chairman, I ob-

ect.

Mr. McCORMACK. Remember, this
is a precedent for the future.

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman,
will the Chair make a ruling on my point
of order?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair over-
rules the point of order made by the
gentleman from New Mexico.
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The Clerk will report the words ob-
Jjected to.

The Clerk reported certain words ob-
jected to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee
will rise.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the Chair,
Mr. CoopEr, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union, reported that that Commit-
tee, having had under consideration the
bill (H. R. 4740) making appropriations
for the Department of State, Justice,
Commerce, and the Judiciary, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for
other purposes, certain words used in
debate were objected to and on request
were taken down and read at the Clerk’s
desk, and he herewith reported the same
to the House.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the words objected to.

The Clerk reported certain words ob-
jected to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair in every
instance of this kind has been most lib-
eral with the Member who uttered the
words objected to, because he has al-
ways thought that great liberality must
‘be indulged in so that we may have free
and full debate. On very few occasions
has the present occupant of the chair
held that remarks were a violation of
the rules of the House.

The Chair can hardly agree, however,
that the words, applied to the meeting
of the Republicans in caucus yesterday
were quite proper, and, further than that,
he doubts very seriously if referring to
legislative actions of those who are
movers of legislative action should be
using the methods mentioned.

The Chair thinks the words are a vio-
lation of the rules of the House.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man from New York be permitted to ex-

‘punge from the Recorp the remarks

made and that he may be permitted to
continue in order.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK]
restate his unanimous consent request?

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Rooxey] be
permitted to expunge from the EREcorp
the remarks that he made which were
found to be out of order, and that he be
permitted to continue in order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, I
think if such a request is to be made, it
should be made by the gentleman who
transgressed the rules of this House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] is
making a request, the whole of which
cannot be made at the moment by the

gentleman from New York [Mr.
RooNEY].
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, I hope the gentleman from New
York will, following the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts, make a
similar reguest.
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The SPEAKER. All in the world the
Chair is doing, and what he thinks every
other man who is half worthy of oc-
cupying the position he occupies would
do, is to bring about orderly procedure
in the House of Representatives.

The Chair thinks in the interest of
orderly procedure that the request of the
gentleman from Masschusetts should be
agreed to.

Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Commitiee will
resume its sitting.

The Committee resumed its sitting.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from New York [Mr. Rooney] will pro-
ceed in order.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to expunge from the
REcorp the words objected to by the
gentleman from Massachusetts.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
indeed sorry that I transgressed a rule
of this House. I assure you that I did
not intentionally do so. Iam a bit disap-
pointed that the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. MarTIN] felt thet I would
attack the integrity of any Member of
this House. I have never done so, and
in my remarks today I certainly never
intended so. I bhelieve those in this
House with whom I am intimately
acquainted know that I uphold the in-
tegrity and the dignity of the Members
of this House regardless of which side
of the aisle they sit on.

I want to say also that I did not in-
tend to attack the integrity of the Re-
publican Party any more than I would
attack the integrity of the Democratic
Party. I believe in the two-party sys-
tem; we must have a Republican Party
and a Democratic Party, and I say——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gantleman from New York has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five
additional minutes,

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, reserving the right to object,
just a few moments ago the gentleman
submitted a unanimous-consent request
to close debate. He is now asking five
additional minutes for himself. What
does the gentleman intend to do with
the rest of us? And when do you intend
to finish the bill?

Mr. ROONEY. I may say to the gen-
tleman from Michigan that I am merely
trying to conclude my remarks. Itis my
responsibility as the floor manager of the
pending bill to oppose this so-called
Phillips amendment, and I would like
time to advance many constitutional
reasons why it should not be adopted.
After I have concluded I expect to ask
that debate be limited to some extent,
but not to completely shut off anybody
from speaking on the amendment.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Is the
gentleman going to object when I ask to
proceed for an extra 5 minutes?

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman, I
demand the regular order.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. All
right; I object.
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Mr. McCORMACEK. I myself will ob-
ject to a continuance.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman’s time
be extended 4 minutes, and I hope there
will be no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
object to that. If we are going to object
to one, we are going to object to all for
the rest of the day. 5

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I offer a preferential motion.

«» The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Horrman of Michigan moves that the
Committee do now rise and report the bill
back to the House with the recommendation
that the enacting clause be stricken.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the gentleman'’s
preferential motion on the ground that
there has been no change in the bill since
the previous motion of the gentleman
from Washington [Mr, Mack]l. The
parliamentary situation remains un-
changed, and for that reason I must
make this point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is
correct, and the Chair sustains the point
of order.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to oppose the amendment. I have
learned to respect the distinguished gen-
tleman from California [Mr. PHILLIPS]
deeply. I respect him for his expe-
rience, and his fair-minded approach to
every question before this House. I am
very much in sympathy with the objec-
tive he seeks to attain in his amend-
ment, namely, to bring about the re-
placement of the present Secretary of
State. IIowever, I rise to suggest that
what he seeks to do can be done by a
bhetter method.

Let me make it clear that I agree with
many eminent members of both politi-
cal parties that Secretary of State Dean
Acheson has become a liability. I do
not mean merely a political liability. I
mean a liability to the American publie.
He is identified with policies that have
dismally failed. In public thinking, he
is associated with the biggest, the most
glaring, the most tragic mistake ever
made by leaders of the American Gov-
ernment, the mistake that has led us
into more trouble than any other mis-
judgment of history, namely, the theory
that if we just gave the red-handed
leaders of the Russian Kremlin whatever
they wanted they would be good and
help us create a peaceful world. To the
common garden variety of American
citizen, who instinctively mistrusted a
regime that sent men, women, and chil-
dren into slavery and death, this was a
risk not worth taking at all. Our Gov-
ernment took that risk, and now the
American people are paying the penalty
of a policy that failed.

In public thinking, Secretary Acheson
typifies the policy of continued appease-
ment and collaboration with Communist
regimes, at a time when those regimes
threaten the peace and security of free
peoples everywhere. He is linked with
the loss of most of the gains for freedom
made during World War II. Mr. Ache-
son is now, and forever will be, identified
with the statement that he would not
turn his back on Alger Hiss—at a time
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when every person in the State Depart-
ment under any taint of suspicion of dis-
loyalty should have been kicked out and
replaced by those of unquestioned loy-
alty.

I respectfully suggest, however, that
this amendment is unwise, and should
not be agreed to, for these reasons:

First, it would set a bad precedent. I
might even say it sets a dangerous prece-
dent, to cut off the salary or pay of any
public servant as a means of getting rid
of him. We have the power to do so, but
if Congress does this, what is to prevent
the heads of the executive departments
using this method of disciplining or fir-
ing the employees under them? It cer-
tainly could never be defended as good
personnel management,

Second, a man is worthy of his hire.
If Mr. Acheson is worth keeping on the
State Department payroll, then he is
worth his salary. If he is not worth his
salary, then he ought to be forced to
resign.

Third, this amendment would do by
indirection what should be done directly
by the President of the United States.
I realize the loyalty shown by the Presi-
dent to his appointees, even when they
no longer enjoy the support of many of
our fellow citizens. But I believe that
the President can be prevailed upon to
take appropriate action in this matter,
To that end, I feel that we of Congress
should take direct action. Let us make
our wishes known by way of a resolution.
I have today offered such a resolution, as
follows:

Whereas the present Secretary of State has
become identified in public thinking with
foreign policies that have failed to protect
the gains made for freedom and security
against totalitarian ideologies in World War
II, is assoclated in public thinking with deci-
sions that have permitted the extension of
Soviet Communist power over many areas
and many peoples of the world, and no longer
represents the firm leadership in the conduct
of foreign affairs needed to defend the honor,
interests, and security of the United Btates,
therefore it is the sentiment of the Congress
that the present Secretary of State has lost
the confidence of the American people, and
that the President should request his res-
ignation.

Such a resolution meets this question
directly and squarely. Such a resolution
would permit open hearings before the
appropriate committees of this Congress.
And quite certainly—if Members re-
flected the sentiment of the great ma-
jority of the people of our States and
districts, such a resolution would pass.

Mr. HUGH SCOTT, JR. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. I cannot
see anything wrong with the gentleman’s
method of proceeding here, I simply
want to say that I agree with him.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I thank. the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the
gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS. Withholding the salary
of Secretary Acheson would not in any
way put him out of office as Secretary of
State, would it?
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think the
gentleman is correct. It is not legal to
serve in public office without receiving
compensation. But if Mr. Acheson con-
tinued to serve, despite the lack of ap-
propriation for his salary, he could go
into court to force payment.

Mr. HARRIS. I mean by that, if the
Secretary of State did not draw a salary,
that would not prevent him from con-
tinuing to act as Secretary of State?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I believe the
gentleman is correct. I am sure the
gentleman understands that I want Mr.
Acheson removed, but by direct action
of the President.

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? '

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BENDER. Can the gentleman tell
me how we could ever have the resolu-
tion consider®d or vote on it?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I
wonder if we can agree on some limita-
tion of debate on this subject.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this amendment
and all amendments thereto close at
4:45. That will give pretty nearly every-
body on the floor who desires to do so a
chance to speak.

Mr. MEADER. I object, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close at 5 o'clock.

Mr. McDONOUGH. I object,
Chairman.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on the pending amend-
ment and all amendments thereto close
at 5 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to. .

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr,
Coxl.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do not
think that the offering of this amend-
ment was a smart thing to have done.
It will fail of adoption and, therefore,
have the opposite effect to that intended.
But it is here, and speaking for myself
I will not run away from it. I have been
saying from time to time, in season and
out of season, that Mr. Acheson ought
to be separated from the State Depart-
ment, and I cannot now belie these words
by voting a contrary opinion.

For those of us who have been clamor-
ing for Mr. Acheson’s retirement to vote
against the amendment would cast a
hurtful reflection upon us.

Mr, Chairman, I have no bias against
Mr. Acheson as an individual. He is un-
doubtedly a man of great charm and
ability. But in my opinion, he has as
a result of the policies that he has pur-
sued inflicted more damage upon the
country than any other man now living,
That he has been and is pronouncedly
pro-English, everyone recognizes. That
he has been, that he is, and that he will
continue to be pro-Russian in the sense
of maintaining his policy of appease-
ment, I sincerely believe—the leopard
connot change his spots.

Mr,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
MEADER].

Mr, MEADER. Mr. Chairman, if it
would have been possible to persuade me
to support the Phillips amendment, the
speech of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Roowey] would have accom-
plished that result. I will not be in-
fluenced by the inflammatory remarks
he made, however, because my judgment
on this i-sue goes far deeper than in-
flammatory remarks.

I do not wish to be construed as fa-
voring the policies of Dean Acheson, or
the State Department, either now or be-
fore Dean Acheson was appointed Secre-
tary of State. Some of my colleagues
have said that my vote against the Phil-
lips amendment will be so construed, It
should not be. I have repeatedly, and
with all the force at my command, con-
demned the costly calamities of Tehran,
Yalta, and Potsdam. I have repeatedly
urged that our State Department be
strengthened and improved, in order
that the United States may effectively
discharge its responsibilities of leader-
ship in the contest between freedom and
totalitarianism.

I refuse to believe that my constitu-
ents will misconstrue my position, which
I desire to make so plain as to defy dis-
tortion.

I regret that the Republican Policy
Committee has endorsed the Phillips
amendment directed at depriving Dean
Acheson of the salary of Secretary of
State. I regret it because I think such
endorsement is detrimental to the pres-
tige of the party and because it compels
me to differ with the position of my
party.

Mr. Chairman, I dislike to differ with
party policy because I believe firmly in
the political party system, in party re-
sponsibility and party regularity. In
union there is strength. Recognizing
that legislation involves compromise, I
have consistently sought in the past
and I will seek in the future to harmon-
ize my views with the leadership and
the majority of my party, yielding ex-
cept on matters of principle on which
I feel so strongly that I cannot yield.

Mr. Chairman, the issue before us is
one of basic principle, on which I can-
not yield.

I oppose the Phillips amendment for
the following reasons:

First. Its constitutionality is doubt-
ful.

Second. It contravenes our American
doctrine of separation of powers, one
of the checks and balances by which,
in unique fashion, the American people
have thus far preserved their liberties.

Third. It is presented as correcting
an evil—namely, the impotence, ineffec-
tiveness and ineptness of our Depart-
ment of State—but it cannot correct
that evil. It is thus dangerous as an
illusory and deceptive remedy.

Fourth. The real remedy for the
weakness, the vacillation and the dis-
astrous failures in the conduct of our
foreign affairs is a penetrating, non-
partisan examination of our Department
of State through congressional investi-
gation with the objective of rebuilding
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and strengthening the instrument
through which we express and carry out
our foreign policy.

Mr. Chairman, I know the American
people, perhaps all people, have a tend-
ency to personalize their likes and dis-
likes of institutions. They do this
through centering their attention on the
head of the institution which is the ob-
ject of their affection or their fury. I
am not sure the Members of this House
are wholly free from this tendency.

However, this in my judgment is not
the sound approach to a useful analysis
of public problems. I believe we, as
legislators responsible for the course of
this Nation, should do better than that.
That is why we have established the
republican, or representative form of
legislature. Otherwise we could adopt
naltlional legislative policies by a public
poll.

Mr. Chairman, I regret that the time
for discussion of this basic issue is so
limited, since I would like to discuss my
reasons for my vote at greater length.
However, I have previously made known
publicly my position on the removal of
Dean Acheson as Secretary of State. In
that public statement I developed more
fully the reasons I have previously given
in this debate for opposing the Phillips
amendment. I quote from my statement
of May 25, 1951:

Last week, 43 first-term Republicans of the
Eighty-second Congress joined in a petition
urging the removal of Dean Acheson as
Secretary of Btate. Although some news-
paper accounts recited that I had joined in
this petition, the fact is that I did not.

I am in sympathy with what I understand
to be the ultimate objective of this petition;
namely, to improve and strengthen the De-
partment of State and to bring an end to
vacillation and mismanagement in the con-
duct of our foreign affairs, But I disagreed
with the method suggested for accomplish-
ing this objective,

Congress is powerless to remove an official
in the executive branch of the Government,
and is seems to me to be an idle act to make
a solemn pronouncement of a program which
those who urge such a course of action are
without any power to accomplish.

I am now studying the preparation of a
resolution providing for the investigation of
the State Department and the foreign and
military policy of the United States by the
Congress, with a view to its introduction in
the House of Representatives. I would like
to discuss with you informally the advan-
tage of such a resolution.

In my judgment, a thorough-going, pene-
trating exploration of the organizational
structure, the personnel, the operating
methods, the policies, the decisions and the
performance of the Department of State
through a competent, dispassionate and non-
partisan congressional investigation would be
far more fruitful in improving the conduct
of our foreign affairs than simply to remove
Secretary of State Dean Acheson and sup-
plant him with a new man. In the past dec-
ade, there have been five Secretaries of

. State—Cordell Hull, Edward R. Stettinius,

James F. Byrnés, Gen. George C. Marshall,
and Dean Acheson. Each new Secretary,
upon assuming office, indicated an intention
of modernizing and improving the State De-
partment. Yet, I submit that the State De-
partment is just about the same as it always
has been.

The responsibilities of the Secretary of
State, the size of the State Department, and
the difficulty and complexity of the varied
problems with which the State Department
deals are such that any Seccretary of State
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must, of necessity, be guided by the factual
informat*ion, the opinions and the recom-
mendations of subordinate officials in the
lower echelons of the State Department.
No man, however brilliant or hardworking
he may be, can have the time to famillarize
himself personally with the many matters
for which he must assume responsibility
before the publie.

This being so, simply changing Secretaries
of State but leaving the Department beneath
him unchanged gives only an illusory prom-
ise of improvement. The philosophy and
the policies which emanate from the De-
partment through the Secretary are, and of
necessity must be, -the composite product
of the organization far more than the work
of the SBecretary himself. Therefore, it seems
to me that it is the organization which
should be examined, and this examination
should be comprehensive as well as incisive.
The administrative methods of the Depart-
ment of State, which are notoriously in-
volved and cumbersome, should be care-
fully explored, and a determination should
be made whether there is any reason for
their continuance, or whether it is simply
a case of hidebound traditionalism and
encrusted red-tape bureaucracy,

Many of you may recall the instance cited
by a House committee 3 years ago, where a
company in this country desired to send a
check to its agent in Budapest, Hungary, to
procure his return passage home. A House
committee investigator discovered that the
airline company’s check and its letter had
passed through 37 separate steps in process-
ing in the State Department, being initialed
and coded at various stages and had become
bogged down in a plethora of red tape and
unnecessary procedures,

No organization should be expected to pro-
duce satisfactory results if its operating
methods are obsolete and unworkable,

The question of centralization of authority
should be explored. Are agents in the field or
in the various branches of the State Depart-
meént clothed with adequate authority to
make decislons and to take action for which
they ought to be competent, or are there un-
necessary and time-consuming initialling
processes, coordinating committees, and other
checks and obstacles which tend to bog down
the progress of the work of the Department?

What of the personnel of the State Depart-
ment? No matter how perfect an organiza-
tional structure may have been established,
far more impértant is the character and
ability of the men who must make the deci-
sions. Has the State Department been
staffed with individuals inclined toward
theorizing and abstract thinking in well-
sounding but meaningless generalities, in-
stead of hard working, hard thinking, hard
bargaining, practical persons of intense and
unquestioned devotion to the purposes of
our democracy?

What have been the results of the han-
dling of the specific business of our Gov-
ernment in the field of foreign relations?
Have our interests been protected? Have
our objectives been advanced? Or have
we consistently come out second best at the
bargaining table? For example, it might
be fruitful for a congressional investigation
to review such international conferences
involving far-reaching decisions such as at
Yalta, Tehran, Cairo, and Potsdam. An in-
vestigation might disclose the individuals,
their capabilities, and perhaps their loyalty
to our country and its interests, who rep-
resented the United States at such confer-
ences. An assessment of the success of the
results of those conferences and an ascer-
tainment of the reasons for those results
might well provide lessons and guides for the
more successful handling of similar inter-
national negotiations in the future.

There has been no significant congres-
slonal exploration of the State Department
in recent vears. The Senate War Investi-
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gating Committee, of which I had the honor
to be a counsel over a period of 4 years, in
many of its explorations of the national
defense program in World War II, had oc-
casion to observe the operation of the State
Department and the quality of its decisions.

My recommendation that a thorough-
golng investigation of the State Department
be conducted by Congress at this time is,
in part, based upon experience derived from
the work of the War Investigating Commit-
tee, Hearings on lend-lease aid, both civil-
ian and military, investigation of the dis-
posal of billions of dollars worth of United
States Government surplus property located
in foreign lands after World War II, the in-
vestigation of the Inter-American Highway,
the preliminary investigation of military
government in Germany and Austria, plans
made, or the absence of plans, for the ac-
quisition of military bases and rights re-
garded as necessary to our national defense,
and many other similar subjects were
touched upon by the Senate War Investi-
gating Committee.

Mr. Chairman, nothing in this debate,
nor in developments in recent months,
has caused me to change the position I
took last May.

The Congress, not possessing the ap-
pointive power, which is a function of
the Executive, is without authority to
remove Dean Acheson or any other indi-
vidual in the executive branch of the
Government. It would be an abuse of
the appropriating power of the Congress,
even if it were constitutional, to do in-
directly what may not be done directly.

Neither is it any justification to say
that the Executive has invaded legisla-
tive jurisdiction and therefore retalia-
tion is in order. The Congress should
recapture its legislative power but should
not undertake to assume responsibility
for the execution of laws.

The Congress does have power to do
something about the unfortunate weak-
ness of our Department of State—it can
first investigate, then legislate. That
course is one of soundness, power, and
wisdom. Seeking to appropriate an
individual out of office is the course of
weakness, awkwardness, and ineffective-
ness.

I hope the amendment will be de-
feated.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. Jackson].

Mr. JACKSON of California. M.
Chairman, it is not with the thought that
I can add any substantial facts with re-
spect to the Phillips amendment that I
take the floor on this occasion. It is
rather to lay added stress upon several
aspects of the present debate which may
serve to indicate that the opposition of
many of us to the pending amendment
springs neither from an admiration for
the Secretary of State nor approval of
the work that he has done in his vital
post. To the contrary, there are few
Members on this side of the aisle who
would not cast an affirmative vote on a
question of impeachment or an amend-
ment providing that none of the funds
appropriated in this measure could be
expended for any purpose until the Sec-
retary of State has been removed by the
President.

Any attempt to interpret as a vote of

‘confidence in the Secretary of State the

votes of those of us who do not support
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the pending amendment, is a misrepre-
sentation of our position, and should
have no place in the official record.

For my part, I feel that my record of
opposition is clear and unmistakable.
On three occasions I have publicly de~-
manded that the Secretary of State re-
sign, and I am sure that the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs will bear out my assertion
that I have lent my support to few
measures proposed by the Secretary and
acted upon by the committee.

I am opposed to the present adminis-
tration because I feel that it seeks a
change in the constitutional system of
government under which this has become
th® greatest nation on earth. In oppos-
ing the administration, I oppose its pol-
icies, and I cannot, in my own mind, sep-
arate any individual policy or policies as
being more objectionable than the sum
of the parts.

In the action here proposed it seems to
me that we are in effect telling the peo-
ple of this country that Valhalla is just
around the corner if we can only rid the
administration of the Secretary of State.
This is neither true nor is it an inference
which should be left with the people of
this country.

Whether Dean Acheson remains as
Secretary of State or retires to the pri-
vate practice of law, the repugnant poli-
cies will continue fo be made and imple-
mented within the councils of the ad=-
ministration.

This amendment seeks to sweep the
Augean stables with a whisk broom,
when nothing but an infuriated protest
of the American people will do the job
which must be done. If seeks to cut off
a tentacle of opposition while allowing
the intelligence behind present and past
policies unhindered freedom of action.

Dean Acheson has been a partner in a
disastrous course of action, domestic and
foreign. He has long since lost the confi-
dence of the American people, and that
lack of confidence has been expressed to
me in private conversations by many of
those who sit on the majority side of this
House, He should go to trial—not a trial
by attainder under provisions of legisla-
tion, which says, in effect, that no man
with a mustache can serve in public
office—but to a trial at the ballot box
before the tribunal of American public
opinion in November 1952. This is the
American way, and the way of the Con-
stitution. It is not that we who oppose
this amendment hold a brief for the Sec-
retary of State, but only that we deplore
the back-door approach based on a mat-
ter of personalities instead of upon basic
and fundamental issues.

Let the President of the United States
answer for his conduct of public affairs
to those who authorized him to appoint
some of the political hacks he has placed
in vital posts. I have no doubt as to the
verdict that will be delivered. But I can-
not agree that the Constitution gives us
the authority to take any action, short of
impeachment, in the instance of any in-
dividual who carries out the President’s
policies, mistaken and tragic as some of
them may be.

If we have courage—if we have the
strength of our convictions, based on
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sound fact and absence of hysteria—let
there be drawn a bill of particulars
against the Secretary of State and let
his impeachment be demanded from the
well of this House. Many of us who op-
pose the “mustache approach” to ate-
tainder and the principle, if not the fact,
of ex post facto legislation will lend our
best efforts to the removal of any official
against whom charges can be laid and
sustained.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr, BENDER].

Mr. BENDER. Mr, Chairman, I at-
tended the Republican conference the
other day, and in the absence of anyone
else expressing this thought, I would like
to say that there was not a single indi-
vidual who arose in that conference to
say a kind word for Mr. Acheson. I
question seriously if there are more
than a handful of Republicans, you
could not even count them on the fin-
gers of one hand, who would retain Mr.
Acheson in office.

Some people disagree as to this meth-
od of expressing our disapproval of his
administration. Frankly, I do not like
it myself, but I have no other way of
expressing it.

If any American had told us in the
late months of 1945 after VE-day and
VJ-day that less than 5 years after the
war was over we would be in the pre-
‘carious position we occupy today, we
should have consigned him promptly to
the booby hatch. Our position is ut-
terly incredible. We are in precisely
the same dazed frame of mind that
afflicts half the people of Europe today.
They are confused, bewildered, and be-
witched by the march of events. Like
the people of Czechoslovakia, who never
realized for a moment what they were
getting into, when they gave the Com-
munists in their midst an opportunity
to wedge their way into the Govern-
ment, we are suffering from a neurotic
fear based upon our reluctance and our
unwillingness to recognize the facts.

No other amendment will be offered.
No other method will be offered by which
I can express my views regarding Mr.
Acheson, If any of my Republican
brethren feel that they will be happy in
opposing this amendment, and failing
to do the thing that they know in their
hearts should be done, that is for them
to determine. As for me, this is the only
way I can express my contempt for
bungling.of Mr, Acheson. SoIanrgoing
to vote for this amendment because I
will have no other opportunity. If ever
there came a time when the Nation was
ready to shout “quits,” it is now. The
Nation is completely disillusioned with
the Washington Government crowd. It
is fed up with Messrs. Truman, Acheson,
and company on the foreign-policy cir-
cuit. There is widespread feeling of no
confidence in the administration, and
it is being refiected all the way through
the Nation. We will have to wait until
1952 to turn Harry Truman out. Harry
Truman says that he will not turn his
back on Acheson—Acheson says he will
not turn his back on Alger Hiss. I re-
peat, we cannot get to Truman until
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1952. This is the only opportunity I will
have to get at Mr. Acheson now.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Ohio has expired.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Havsl.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,

I would like to say to my good friend .

and colleague, the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Benper] that there is another way
in which he can express himself in this
situation, and that is the right way to do
it. That is, to offer a resolution asking
for the impeachment of the Secretary of
State. That is the constitutional way to
do it, if he really wants to get rid of the
Secretary of State.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. SMITH], 2

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, we might spin all kinds of fancy
theories about how this ought to be
done, but there is only one issue. Are
you for Mr. Acheson as Secretary of
State, or not? Let us not kid ourselves
about whether this is the wrong way
or the right way. Iam surprised at some
of my Republican friends who say that
by all means this must not be done in
this manner. Your mail has been no
different than mine, and I dare say on
either side of the aisle, as far as Mr,
Acheson is concerned. You know that
your people are not for Mr. Acheson con-
tinuing as Secretary of State, and you
know that public-opinion polls show
that he should be removed by a vote of
7 to 1 or more. Now, what are we going
to do? This is the time to make up your
minds, because the people of this coun-
try will construe our action here this
afternoon as a vote of confidence or not,
The present Secretary of State has done
irreparable damage to our country. I
join with my colleague, the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. BenpEr] in saying that
we are reaping in Asia today what the
Secretary of State sowed for us. He has
let the dust settle and he is settlingus. I
shall vote for the amendment for the
reason that I have lost all confidence in
Mr. Acheson, and this is not a personal
matter with me. This is the only chance
that I shall have an opportunity to vote
“no confidence.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [Mr. Scupperl.

Mr, SCUDDER. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve that wec now have the only oppor-
tunity that may be offered to voice
our opposition to the man who by his
words and deeds has rendered the great-
est disservice to our country in my mem-
ory. Of course it would be better if
we could go through the entire Depart-
ment of State and root out every em-
ployee who cannot unequivocally say that
he is diametrically opposed to all the
philosophies of the Soviet.

I do not believe that any man should
be allowed to stand on his constitutional
rights when interrogated and hold a
place of high trust in the Department of
State or any other position of trust in our
Federal Government. I am very much
in favor of this amendment, because it
affords us the only opportunity to show
to the people cf our country that the
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Congress of the United States is opposed
to the present Secretary and that he
should be removed and to direct the
President of the United States to see that
a man is appointed Secretary of State
who fits into the scheme of life of our
great country.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. KErsTEN] is recog-
nized.

Mr. EKERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of this
amendment. I think this amendment
has peculiar applicability to the situation
existing in the Office of the Secretary of
State.

Mr. Acheson's law firm represented the
Soviet government of Poland at a time
when the Polish pdlice state was being
set up, and it was seeking a loan from
the United States. At that time, of
course, Mr. Acheson was Acting Secre-
tary of State temporarily away from his
firm, but as Acting Secretary of State
he approved the loan that helped to set
up the Red police in Poland. This ap-
proval of Acheson’s was despite the earn-
est pleas of our Ambassador in Poland,
Arthur Bliss Lane, to turn down this
loan. On May 16, 1933, when Mr. Ache-
son was first being sponsored as a Gov-
ernment employee, Senator Tydings
said:

It has not been said but should be said
that Mr. Acheson has represented the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics.

In other words, he has also in times
past represented the Soviets.

Last year Mr. Acheson said he would
do nothing to subvert or undermine the
Soviet Government or its system. Why
will he not do that? Because he has
represented these governments as clients.
It could very well be that our foreign
policy should be such that we should
take measures to help the enslaved peo-
ples of those countries to undermine
those governments, but it will never be
done under Mr. Acheson’s policy, be-
cause they have been his clients. He
recognizes them as legitimate govern-
ments, and they are not.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from California [Mr. HoLiFIELD] is recog-
nized.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, in
1943 a bill was considered in this House,
an appropriation bill, an amendment
was offered which sought to fire three
men by denying their salaries, and force
their removal from the salary rolls of
the Department of State. At that time
I argued against it as being a bill of at-
tainder. However, the amendment did
pass, and it passed in the other body
and was eventually tested in the Su-
preme Court. The Supreme Court said
it was unconstitutional and directed the
Congress to pay the back salaries of
these three men.

While this may not be a bill of at-
tainder, I think it is in essence the same
as a bill of attainder; and, as the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. PHiLLIPS]
said, it applies to only three or four peo-
ple in our Government; so in spirit it is
a bill of attainder and, of course, I would
oppose it.

But I would oppose it also from
another standpoint. I am one of those
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who believes that Dean Acheson has
done a good job. I am not saying he has
done a perfect job, but I want to stand
up here and be counted at this time on
his side. He was one of the architects
of the United Nations, and the people of
this country adopted that as a national
policy. He spoke in the South for the
Marshall plan before General Marshall
spoke in Virginia for the plan which was
eventually named the Marshall plan.
Dean Acheson is the architect of the
Marshall plan; it has done more in my
opinion to stop communism throughout
the world than any other one thing. So
I am favorable to the plan and want to
be counted as one of those who believes
Dean Acheson has done a magnificent
job. He is the greatest Secretary of
State that we have had in many many
years. At some future time I expect to
speak at length on the leadership which
Mr. Acheson has displayed during his
tenure in the Department of State.

In my opinion, the Republican Party
aided by its newspapers and radio out-
lets is attacking Mr. Acheson for parti-
san political advantage.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
Rapavtl.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, it was
once said by that noble Roman, Seneca,
that “a great pilot can sail even when
his canvas is rent.”

The opposition in this House today
reminds me of a great wind.

Thirty-six years ago the Cadillac Mo-
tor Car Co., of Detriot, placed an adver-
tisement in the Saturday Evening Post.
While many years have since passed by,
I believe that its word remarkably fit the
situation prevailing in this Chamber to-
day—proving once again that there is
nothing new under the sun. I wish to
read some excerpts from this advertise-
ment for the edification of the House.

In every field of human endeavor, he that
is first must perpetually live in the white
light of publicity. The reward and the
punishment are always the same. The re-
ward is widespread recognition; the punish-
ment fierce denial and detraction. When a
man's work becomes a standard for the whole
world, it also becomes a target for the shafts
of the envious few. If his work be merely
mediocre, he will be severely left alone—if
he achieve a masterpiece, it will set a mil-
lion tongues a-wagging.

The leader is assalled because he is a
leader, and the effort to equal him is merely
added proof of that leadership. Failing to
equal or excel, the follower seeks to depre-
ciate or destroy, but only confirms once more
the superiority of that which he strives to
supplant. There is nothing new in this. It
is as old as the world and as old as human
passions—envy, fear, greed, ambition, and
the desire to surpass. And it all avails noth-
ing. If the leader truly leads, he remains the
leader. That which is good or great makes
itself known, no matter how loud the clamor
of denial. That which deserves to live—
lives.

I call upon the supporters of this
amendment to abandon it and to stand
up like men in constitutional impeach-
ment proceedings to achieve their ob-
jective. Longfellow had a word for you,
gentlemen, “better like Hector in the
field to die, than like perfumed Paris
turn and fly.”
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
MILLER].

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, when one becomes a public ser-
vant, he is always a target. One lives
in a glass house. You are subject to

- a critical review by friend and foe.

Dean Acheson is no exception. His re-
fusal to turn his back on Hiss will long
be remembered.

Here is a man who has been Secre-
tary of State, and a poll taken of the
American people would indicate that this
man has lost the confidence of the Amer-
ican people. It does seem to me we have
enough red-blooded Americans in this
country to do the job of carrying on
these functions of the State Depart-
ment without using people whose loy-
alty is questioned. The straightforward
way to get rid of Acheson would be by
impeaching him. I would be the first
one to vote for impeachment. I do not
suppose that could be accomplished, be-
cause the machinery of impeachment is
quite cumbersome. A New Deal com-
mittee and judge would stop all pro-
cedures.

A man who has so universally lost the
confidence of the American people ought
to be replaced. I think from a polit-
ical standpoint it is better for the Re-
publicans to keep him in, he is good
ammunition, but for the good of the
country a man who has been in the
position he now finds himself should no
longer be Secretary of State. The peo-
‘ple should impeach this man and the
administration in 1952.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Utah [Mrs,
Bosonel.

Mrs. BOSONE. Mr. Chairman, why
do you not put the blame for world con-
ditions where the blame really belongs?
Why do you not put it on Joe Stalin and
on the Kremlin? It has been stated that
the American people have lost faith or
confidence in the Secretary of State.
They have lost faith, if any have lost
faith, because there has been a con-
stant undermining of the Secretary of
State.

When the American people realize
that we are not in a third world war;
that conditions in Korea are looking bet-
ter and that conditions in the Far East,
in Iran, for instance, which has been an
explosive can of dynamite with a very
short fuse, are improving; when they
realize that our international relation-
ship there is looking up, there cannot
help but be great confidence in our for-
eign relations. What more do they
want?

Who in the world in this Chamber
wants to be Secretary of State?

Certainly I do not and not one of you
because it is a tremendous—an impos-
sible job. One certainly without grati-
tude. No one knows from day to day
what Joe Stalin is going to do. I squirm
when I think of what you are trying to
do to Secretary Acheson. Iam just won-
dering what makes you say what you do.
I would hate to say some of the things
that have been said about him. Why
do not you who are for this amendment
produce evidence and facts and forget
generalities?
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Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Chairman,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks at this point in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Chairman,
I approach the guestion of this amend-
ment with mixed feelings because I have
known Dean Acheson, the Secretary of
State, for over 40 years and naturally I
have a personal affection for him. I
believe he is a sincere American; there
is no doubt about the brilliancy of his
mind and his ability as a lawyer, but
in the position which he now holds he is
about as unfit as anyone that I ean im-
agine. Unfortunately for himself and
most unfortunately for the country, he
has made statements which prompt
people to question his loyalty and he has
undoubtedly given too much weight to
the opinions expressed by the repre-
sentatives of Great Britain. The tried
and true foreign policy of our country
has been violated in various ways and
the people, as well as many Members of
Congress, are bewildered by the trend of
events which do not reflect the real
sturdy Americanism of our forefathers.

The simple fact is that the citizens
of this country have lost confidence in
the State Department and the Secretary
of State, and when the people of this
great Republic lose confidence in their
executives the whole system of our re-
publican form of government is in
jeopardy. The President has seen fit to
ignore the attitude of the people in this
matter and that makes it all the more
serious. It is hard to understand with
the situation as it is, why the President
still places his confidence and trust in
a man occupying such a responsible
position who is totally out of touch with °
the country.

The present amendment, however, is
the wrong way to eliminate Dean Ache-
son from the Government. Frankly, I
have no better way to suggest, which, of
course, places me in a weak position, but
under our system of government and our
procedure the Senate investigates the
qualifications of the appointments to the
President’'s Cabinet and, if they are ac-
ceptable to the Senate, there is no way
that the legislative branch can remove
them excent by impeachment, and under
the law Acheson has done nothing to
warrant impeachment proceedings.

If such a law, as provided in the
amendment submitted by the gentleman
from California [Mr. PaILLIPS], had been
on our statute books in years gone by, our
Government would have been deprived
of the services of such great men as
Elihu Root, Charles Evans Hughes, and
Henry L. Stimson, to name a few which
come to my mind. That would have
been a shocking loss to the country.

I think the amendment, while well
meant and submitted in the best of faith
by one of the finest men in the House,
is contrary to orderly procedure and not
in the best interests of our country. For
these reasons, I shall vote against the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. McGUIRE].
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Mr. McGUIRE. Mr. Chairman, I am
opposed to this amendment, but in order
that you should know how I stand with
the State Department, I am the one who
threw the meeting into confusion about
a year ago when the State Department
invited the Members of Congress to come
out to former Secretary Forrestal's

‘home and I suggested that we recognize

Spain and that we have a representative
at the Vatican. So, I guess you know
how I stand with the Office of the Secre-
tary of State. But, as a former Demo-
cratic State chairman of Connecticut, I
feel it is my duty to say that I know that
Dean Acheson’s father was the Espisco-
pal bishop of Connecticut, one of the
most revered clergymen in all the his-
tory of that State. In regard to the
remarks made by the gentleman from
California [Mr. PHILLIPS] abouf Dean
Acheson’s dual citizenship, I just tele-
phoned Mr. Acheson and he does not
have dual citizenship. The only citizen-
ship he has is that of being a citizen of
the United States of America. He was
born in Middletown, Conn., one of the
finest towns I have ever seen, on April
11, 1893. I have listened with interest
to the Republicans hoping that they
could have bipartisan representation in
the State Department. I hope we can
get the same number of Democrats down
there as there are Republicans if there
is a change, because it will be an im=-
provement for the Democratic Party.

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. McGUIRE. I yield to the gentle-
man from New Jersey.

Mr, SIEMINSKI. In other words, the
situation is about this: The amendment
would ask us to repeat the decision of
Pontius Pilate and send some one to the
Cross.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
WHEELER].

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I was
one of the first Members of the Congress
to insist in March of last year that the
Secretary of State be flred simply be-
cause I thought he had done a miser-
able job. However, I would like to ask
my Republican friends this question:
How long do you think his policies would
have been implemented, good, bad, or in-
different, if they had not had the ap-
proval of the Chief Executive of this
country? Therefore, you are directing
your fire at the wrong person. If you
do not like Acheson’s policies, do you not
know that if he were fired, either by your
amendment or otherwise, his superior
would not replace him with someone who
would not agree with the President?
That seems obvious to me. I do not see
any particular point in firing a hired
hand who will be replaced by the same
boss simply because you disagree with the
policy of the hired hand. Our foreign
policy or the lack of one may be the
technical work of the Secretary of State
but, in the final analysis, the President
must accept responsibility for it.

As much as I would like to see the Sec-
retary of State replaced hy someone who
could command the confidence of the
American people, I do not agree with the
method of getting rid of him that is pro-
posed by this amendment. I do not want
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my vote against this method of getting
rid of him to be construed as any vote of
confidence on my part in him or the pol-
icy of appeasemént he represents.

The only fair way the Congress has of
getting rid of an official of the Executive
Department is that of impeachment as
provided by the Constitution. That is
the method you should employ if you
really want to rid this country of Mr.
Acheson but there, again, you would be
faced with the fact that the man who
appointed the Secretary would not ap-
point a successor who disagrees with the
administration’s foreign policy.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California [Mr,
JOHNSON].

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, very
little can be said by me now that will
add to what has already been said. In
my opinion what is proposed to be done
by the Phillips amendment would be a
futile act. I have given thoughtful con-
sideration to the proposal in trying to
determine what I should do about it. It
is my considered judgment that the pas-
sage of this proposed amendment would
be nullificd by the Supreme Court, on
the authority of the case of United States
v. Lovetl (328 U. S. Reports 303),
Briefly, in that case it was sought to take
three persons off the State Department
payroll in a manner similar to the
amendment before us. There the spe-
clﬂtc persons were named, here they are
not.

In deciding that the action taken in
that case was in effect a bill of attainder
and consequently unconstitutional, the
Supreme Court relied on two cases in
support of its conclusion. They were
Cummings v. Missouri (4 Wall. 277) and
Ezx parte Garland (4 Wall, 333). In its
decision the Court stated—page 315:

Neither of these cases has ever been over=-
ruled. They stand for the proposition that
legislative acts, no matter what their form,
that apply elther to named individuals or to
easily ascertainable members of a group in
such a way as to Inflict punishment on them
without a judiecial trial are bills of attainder
prohibited by the Constitution.

While the Secretary is not specifically
mentioned in the proposed amendment,
certainly a reading of the debate on it
will disclose that this amendment is di-
rectly pointed at the object of removing
Dean Acheson as Secretary of State.
The Court rendered its decision by a
unanimous vote, although one Justice
did not participate. Six concurred in
the main opinion and two agreed upon
a concurring opinion that arrived at the
same conclusion but did not declare the
statute unconstitutional.

Today we witnessed the taking of the
oath of a new member. We all solemn-
ly take an oath to support and defend
the Constitution. Consequently, in good
conscience we must vote against a prop-
osition that we feel is contrary to the
Constitution. That is the way I feel.

There is another matter that I am
thinking of in connection with this
amendment. I want my party, the Re-
publican Party, in the best possible polit-
ical posture next year. Prominent men
of both Houses of Congress of the Demo-
cratic faith have publicly declared and
written that the Secretary of State is a
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distinet liability to the administration
and should be removed. To make a
move to remove him, which later would
be declared void would make the Re-
publican Party look as though they did
not know what they are doing. We are
not sent to Congress to practice futility.
If we cannot, because of constitutional
inhibitions, do a thing that our constitu-
ents think we should do or our judg-
ment tells us we should do, we should
be courageous enough to face the situa-
tion and notify our constituents of the
impossibility of the proposed action.
Our Government is one of limited
powers. The pcwers of Congress are
limited. The Constitution specifically
provides that bills of attainder and ex
post facto laws are unconstitutional.
Several times we have done things that
have been highly publicized and by some
pergons lavishly praised. Later we have
been rudely shocked to find that these
acts were illegal, such as the case of the
removal of Lovett, Watson, and Dodd.
Then people begin to wonder if we in
Congress know what we are about. Also,
if such policies are sponsored by Re-
publican members the people naturally
wonder whether our party knows what
it is doing. I want the posture of our
party to be such that in 1952 we will
have a change in administration, which
the great mass of our people are craving

‘for. No political group should be in
JPpower for 20 years and practically every-

one I know believes that. My hope is
that we Republicans will by our record
convince the people in 1952 that we have
earned the right to be trusted with the
management of the Federal Govern-
ment. These are some of the thoughts
that motivated my decision to oppose
this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
KLEIN].

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Chairman, those of
my good Republican colleagues who are
opposing this amendment claim they do
so on the assumption, which I think is a
correct one, that this is not the way to
accomplish their purpose. This is an
unconstitutional method, so held by the
Supreme Court, and is really a useless
waste of time. I base my opposition to
the amendment on the same grounds as
the gentleman from California [Mr.
Hovrrrierpl, and I want to compliment
him on his statement.

I think Mr. Acheson has been an out-
standing Secretary of State, and one of
the best we have ever had. I think he
has done a great job. I am directing my
remarks now to the members of the Re-
publican Party in this body and through-
out the country, and I tell you that if you
would stop your sniping and give him a
chance and let him do his job, you would
find he is doing a real job, and he will do
an even betier job, as the gentlewoman
from Utah [Mrs. Bosone]l said, if you
would only give him the opportunity.
The situation in the Far East is looking
up. Iventure to say if you will only stop
your incessant, unfounded criticisms and
let him concentrate on his official duties,
he will do a great job, and we will have
peace in the world. But by keeping on
what you are doing, you are playing
right into the hands of Soviet Russia and
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the Communists, which I am sure you
would not want to do.

Let us all forget partisanship at this
perilous time in world affairs and con-
centrate on unity, both here and abroad,
and we will have a better world to
live in.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. Towel.

Mr. TOWE. Mr. Chairman, I am not
in sympathy with the foreign policy of
the present administration. As a matter
of fact, I think it has gotten us into great
difficulty throughout the world, and if
pursued will continue to involve us in
n.any areas where we ought not to be.

Under our form of government, how-
ever, the President is entitled to select
his Cabinet members and he also, of
course, must take the responsibility for
their actions.

I do not believe that the adoption of
the Phillips amendment could possibly
accomplish a change in our foreign pol-
icy. It does, of course, give each Mem-
ber an opportunity to express himself,
but that it all.

I repeat again that I do not favor the
foreign policy of the present administra-
tion, but I cannot support the Phillips
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. McDoNOUGH].

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman,
there has been an unfortunate record
‘made in this House today. In spite of
the fact that we may
Recorp the remarks that were objected
to, the faet remains that the public will
know it in the press tomorrow. The un-
fortunate part of it is that the other
side of the aisle, under the management
of the gentleman from New York [Mr,
RoonNeY], must resort to such tactics to
accomplish their ends in this particular
issue. The contrast is so evident between
the kind of language the gentleman from
California [Mr. PrILLiPs] used when he
was on the floor explaining his amend-
ment, compared with the type of lan-
guage used by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. ROONEY].

I doubt if any other nation on earth
would retain in office a man as unpopu-
lar as Dean Acheson is, who has lost the
confidence of the American people. The
Democrats say we should impeach Dean
Acheson rather than adopt the Phillips
amendment. We know, and they know,
that impeachment proceedings would
never be acted upon by this Congress,
under control of the Democratic Party.
They are saying this to avoid action on
the Phillips amendment.

Since we cannot obtain action on im-
peacement proceedings, the only action
left to us to express our opposition to
Acheson is by voting for the Phillips
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr,
Lucas].

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise as
a Democrat from the great Southwest to
oppose the Phillips amendment,

Mr. Chairman, I cannot join with my
Republican friends in their partisan at-
tempt to remove Secretary of State
Acheson from his office by means of

g6 from the

withholding his salary. This I feel is a
devious method of obtaining that which
should be sought directly, and too fla-
grant a violation of the law as inter-
preted by the Supreme Court in the
Dodd case, among others.

Therefore, I cannot fail to rise here
on this floor to disavow this attempt and
to say to my colleagues and my coun-
try that I am not a party to it. Let this
not be interpreted as an endorsement of
all that Mr. Acheson has done, It is not,
But it is an expression of opposition
to the means being used and the meth-
ods being employed.

I oppose the Phillips amendment.

Mr, BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, LUCAS. I yield.

Mr. BURLESON. May I compliment
the gentleman on his courage and his
judgment. I join him in the sentiments
he has expressed and in taking an ac-
tion here which I doubt is popular in his
area. It may not be popular in mine,
But there is a principle involved, and I
admire the gentleman for his statement.
This is not the approach, either legally
or morally, and I feel this is a test be-
tween right and wrong.

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the gentleman
very much, and agree with him thor-
oughly. I ask that the amendment be
defeated.

Mr. YORTY. Mr. Chairman, it seems
to me that what is involved in this
amendment which has been offered by
the gentleman from California [Mr,

PgiLries] is actually an attempt to
change our ¢onstitutional form of gov-

ernment into a parliamentary govern-
ment, the type of government which they
have in England. The gentleman is
trying to make the Secretary of State
directly responsible to the Congress, as
would be the case in any of those coun-
tries which follow the parliamentary
system of government. Under that sys-
tem the cabinet members are members
of parliament and the cabinet is respon-
sible directly to parliament which can
remove it by a *no confidence” vote. But
under our constitutional system the cor-
rect way to remove a cabinet officer, if
he should be removed, is through im-
peachment proceedings. The President
of the United States is elected directly
in this country and this amendment ac-
tually, shorn of subterfuge, is an attack
upon the constitutional powers and pre-
rogatives of the President of the United
States. It is part of the political cam-
paign of next year. Two of the gentle-
men from the Republican Party in speak-
ing for the amendment have referred to
polls which they say indicate that Sec-
retary Acheson is unpopular and should
be removed from office. But the people
polled were not asked if they would re-
sort to unconstitutional means to remove
him. These gentlemen, in referring to
polls and asserting that polls show Mr.
Acheson is unpopular—those gentlemen
should remember that polls have been
wrong before. I do notthink the Repub-
lican Party ought to be relying too much
on polls right now, after what has hap-
pened to them in the past. We want
neither the parliamentary form of gov-
ernment substituted for our constitu-
tional system by appropriation statutes,
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nor government by polls. This proposed
amendment is bad irrespective of your
opinion of the Secretary. !

Mr. Chairman, I cannot help but say
that we have been very careful this
afternoon to insist upon strict compli-
ance with our rules of procedure so as
not to personally offend one another.
And this in spite of the fact that we
are here to defend ourselves. We can
get up and refute any statement or
charge which we do not like. But the
Secretary of State is not here, and some
of the cruelest, meanest things that
could be said have been said about him
while he cannot be here to defend him-
self. It is easy but cowardly and incon-
sistent to demand that we treat each
other respectfully while permitting some
of our members to personally attack the
Secretary of State from the comfortable
and safe well of the House where charges
or accusations cannot be made the basis
of a suit for slander or libel.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. JARMAN].

Mi. JARMAN., Mr. Chairman, I am
strongly opposed to the amendment now
pending. I sincerely hope it will be
defeated.

However, several weeks ago, on June
7. I wrote a weekly newsletter to the
papers of my distriet, in which I fried to
analyze the problem of public sentiment
as it affects Dean Acheson both in our
district and State and nationally, I
came to the personal conclusion that
our foreign policy, that our Nation, that
public sentiment would be benefited by
& new Secretary of State. Yet, I think
the tactics now atteémpted py this
amendment are out of bounds and un-
justified. I think the tactics being used
today are exactly the tactics that have
made the Republican Party so success-
ful at remaining the minority party in
our country.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. CHELF].

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, I am go-
ing to voté against this amendment. I
shall do so for the simple reason that it
is not only the American way and our
tradition to allow every man a fair trial
in open court, but it is the law of the
land under our Constitution. In this
particular instance Mr. Acheson is not
being accorded a trial. He is being
tried all right, but in absentia. The
right and proper way to proceed is to
introduce your impeachment proceed-
ings here in the House of Representa-
tives. Such action will accord the ac-
cused a fair and open trial before the
Senate of the United States, who under
the Constitution must sit as a jury. I
urge this House to give to the Secretary
his day in court. Why, no fair-minded,
unbiased person would think of convict-
ing the most hardened criminal or even
a sheep-killing dog without an opportu-
nity to be tried before a jury and to be
represented by counsel.

As I stated the day before yesterday
here on the floor in debate on this sub-
ject, I now repeat. I do not hold any
brief for the Seeretary. I have never
been an admirer of Mr. Acheson, but I
shall not allow my own personal feelings
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to sway or dwarf my sense of fairness.
Your approach here is nothing more
than ambushing the man from the rear,
If you challenge the Secretary to a duel,
serve notice on him, and then shoot it
out face to face. Please do not follow
your present method, for it smacks of
foul play. It might even be considered
as a shot in the back. The Congress of
the United States is the last place such
questionable action should be taken.,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. FrLoob].

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the
several years I have been here, I have
never encountered such an appalling
lack of conscience as is being exhibited
here. I have the highest regard for many
of the Members on the other side and
for the great party they represent. To
see them deliberately, admittedly parti-
cipate in a known unconstitutional act
is the most disheartening, discouraging,
and shocking exhibition that I have ever
experienced as an American.

Let me add this, This is the language
of the Supreme Court of the United
States. They who support the amend-
ment know that every word I say is true.
There is no lawyer here who will not
agree. The Supreme Court said:

When our Constitution and Bill of Rights
were written our ancestors had ample reason
to know that legislative trials and punish-
ments were too dangerous to exist in any
nation of free men then envisioned, and so
they, the forefathers of this Nation, pro-
scribed against bills of attainder.

There is not a man in this House,
there is not a lawyer here worthy of the
name, who does not know that that is so.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
genticman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. MARSHALL].

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, a
friend of mine recently returned from
Europe. In fact, last Saturday he sat
in my office and told me how amazed
he was to find out how interested the
people in Europe were in the Congress
of the United States. The Congress of
the United States means something to
those people. It is a symbol. It is the
greatest legislative body in the world.
We have two major philosophies of
thought in the world today: One, in the
Soviet Union, that says a man is guilty
until he is proven innocent; and we have
our American way that says that a man
is innoecent until he is proven guilty.

A favorable vote on the Phillips
amendment today and the people of
Europe are going to understand that we
are assuming the ways of the Soviet
Union. Our people will understand
that. That is a fundamental principle
that they understand and they respect
that we have denied a man his day in
court; that we have refused to give him
justice.

I have confidence that the Phillips
amendment is going to be defeated.
Why? Because I have confidence that
the majority of this House is composed
of people who believe in good sports-
manship, fair play, and justice.
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Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Is it not true that
if the Republicans wanted to give the
Secretary of State his day in court, they
have the means whereby they can do
that, if they want to, and if they have
the grounds to worl cn, by bringing im-
peachment proceedings against him?
That is the honest way to do it, if they
want to get rid of him.

Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman is
absolutely right.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Minnesota has expired.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
RoonEeY] is recognized.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I be-
lieve there has been sufficient debate on
the Phillips amendment. I ask that we
have a vote on it, and I urge that the
Phillips amendment be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormMACK]
is recognized.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
realize that there are a number of Mem-
bers of this House who are Republicans
who do not favor this amendment. I
have always taken pride, as I have
stated repeatedly on the floor of the
House, in the high character of the de-
bate that has taken place in this body
in connection with all ol the legislation
relating to our foreign affairs.

This amendmert we know cannot
stand the test of the courts, because
that has already been passed upon. It
seems difficult for me to believe that a
majority of the Members of this House
without regard to party and without
regard to feelings or emotfional reac-
tions are going to vote for this amend-
ment with the knowledge that such an
amendment, should it become law, could
not stand the test of the courts.

My friend the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RooNEY] is a hard fighter,
but he is a man whose intent is very
kind. What has happened here today,
of course, was the result not of any
intent on his part, but because of ardor
of my friend from New York and his
intense disposition to fight for the cause
in which he believes.

Now, a few brief words with refer-
ence to Secretary Acheson. In my
opinion unfortunately he made one
statement of a regrettable nature. I am
not going to condemn any person on one
statement, or on oxze act, but as we view
his record outside of that statement,
look at the substanrce of his leadership
as Secretary of the State and view his
statements as an individual, his record
is an outstanding one in the service of
the country during this crisis. No one
should be judged on one act or utter-
ance. In justice to Secretary Acheson
I wan! to make the statement which
constitutes the views that I have about
him.

In any event, on this amendment
without regard to our party affiliation,
knowing that it cannot be maintained
in the courts, I hope it will be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from California [Mr. PHILLIPS],
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The question was taken:; and cn a
division (demanded by Mr. PHILLIPS)
there were—ayes 81, noes 171.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr, FORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Forn: Page 58,

line 15, insert a new section to read as
follows:

“SEc. 602. None of the funds provided in
this act shall be used to pay the compen-
sation of any civilian employee whose du-
ties consist of acting as chauffeur or driver
of any Government-owned passenger-carry-
ing vehicle (other than a bus, station wagon,
or ambulance) : Provided further, That this
proviso shall not apply with respect to any
person whose duties consist of acting as
chauffeur for a Cabinet officer; to situations
where other mode of transportation is not
feasible; to direct law-enforcement activities,
and to the Federal Bureau of Investigation.”

Mr. ROONEY. - Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment,
and reserve it.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is practically identical with
similar amendments that have been
offered and approved in the other body.
I think in the first instance the senior
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Fercuson]
sponsored the amendment. It is my
recollection that it is part of practically
every appropriation bill that has been
considered and enacted by the other
body. v

The reason for the amendment is
rather obvious. If you will turn to page
6320 of the CongGRrRESsIONAL REcorp of
June 8, you will find a summary of the
chauffeurs and drivers for passenger
motor vehicles owned and operated by
the Federal Government as of the be-
ginning of the fiscal year 1951.

This particular appropriation bill
that we have before us pertains to the
Department of Commerce, the Depart-
ment of State, the Department of Jus-
tice, and the judiciary.

Let us take some figures in reference
to each department excepting the judi-
ciary. According to a chart, inserted
in the REcorp on June 8, it shows that
the Department of Commerce in the Dis-
trict of Columbia had 21 full-time chauf-
feurs and other employees employed as
full-time drivers. In the field, outside
of the District of Columbia, they had 4
such employees, making a total of 25.

The Department of Justice in the Dis-
trict of Columbia had 14 full-time chauf-
feurs and other employees employed as
full-time drivers. They had none in the
field, making a total of 14 for the entire
Department.

The Department of State in the Dis-
trict of Columbia had 17 full-time chauf-
feurs and other employees employed as
full-time drivers. In the field outside
of the District of Columbia the Depart-
ment of State had 13 such employees,
making a total of 30 altogether.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Maine,
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Mr. HALE. Would the gentleman’s
amendment have the effect of prevent-
ing an American ambassador in Europe
having a chauffeur for his car?

Mr. FORD. The amendment, I be-
lieve, would. It excepts Cabinet officers,
it excepts others connected with direct
law-enforcement activities, and specifi-
cally except the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I un-
derstand from the press that in some
other countries our representatives are
not permitted to have a chauffeur, ex-
cept if he be a native of the country
where the ambassador or representative
is acting.

Mr. FORD. I may say to the gentle-
man from Michigan, in reading these
totals I would come to the conclusion
that even under the present set-up the
ambassadors do not have full-time
drivers or chauffeurs.

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Kentucky.

Mr. GOLDEN. I have listened very
attentively to this debate. I think the

"amendment is fair and reasonable in
scope, and I think it is a way that we can
save some money for this Government
in this present emergency. I hope that
all Members, regardless of party, will
support the gentleman’s amendment.

Mr. FORD, I might say to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky and my col-
leagues that it has become to be a very
objectionable situation in the District of
Columbia with so many of these Govern-
ment limousine, of sizable design and
style, running around here with full-
time chauffeurs and other employees.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
may be permifted to proceed for five
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Maine?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. May I ask if this
applies to employees in the District of
Columbia or all over the world?

Mr. FORD. It applies to any agency
covered in this bill, excepting the Cabi-
net officer himself, the law-enforcement
agencies or activities, and specifically the
Federal Bureau of Investigation. I
would gather thereby that it would be
applicable any place where these various
agencies operated throughout the world.

Mr., HOLIFIELD., We are holding
hearings in the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments on
a bill which was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BrowN], which
seeks to put all the automotive equip-
ment of the Government under the con-

trol of the General Services Administra-
tion,
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We had some testimony 2 days ago
on this very point, They pointed out
that they were now inaugurating in quite
a number of departments the pool sys=
tem and thereby eliminating a lot of
these cars that are assigned to individ-
uals. I agree with the gentleman. I
do not think these cars should be as-
signed to individuals, but I think where
a chauffeur pool is maintained for the
benefit of the agency that has proven to
be effective. They have, as I understand,
installed in- the Department of State,
for instance, a two-way radio system
and a pool system. All cars are pooled
with possibly one or two exceptions.
They operate on the same two-way
radio system that the taxicabs operate
on, and thereby get the maximum use
out of the cars.

Mr, FORD. I think the inclusion of
this amendment by the other body on
several appropriation bills has had a
salutary effect in generating activity
for the formation of Government car
pools. Heretofore they just have not been
getting around to such programs. It is
a long-needed innovation in the han-
dling of Federal equipment in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere.

Mr. HOLIFIELD. While I am not
ready yet to say that I think the bill
introduced by the gentleman from Ohio
is perfect, I respect the intent of it and
have called hearings on this subject. I
do believe we will come out with a piece
of legislation which will be directed to
this point, and it will cover all the agen-
cies of Government, not just the agen-
cies covered in this bill,

Mr. HALE. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman
from Maine.

Mr. HALE. I think there is a great
merit in the gentleman’s amend-
ment. I just want to be sure that we
know just exactly where we are at. Does
the gentleman seriously think, for ex-
ample, that Mr. Walter Gifford should
drive his own car around London, and
that Mr. Bruce should drive his own
car around Paris?

Mr. FORD. There must be some
other employee who is not a full-time
chauffeur who could do it. My amend-
ment affects only full-time chauffeurs.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan has expired.

Does the gentleman from New York
withdraw his reservation of a point of
order?

Mr. ROONEY. I do, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on the pending
amendment and all amendments thereto
close in 10 minutes, the last 5 minutes
to be reserved to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the genfleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

The C . The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Horrman].

EEEF FAITH WITH THE PEOPLE: REMOVE ACHESON

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, from what has previously
been said, by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. RoonEY] the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Froop] and others,
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and it was said several times during the
course of debate on this bill, it might be
inferred that those of us who were in
favor of the Phillips amendment were
guilty of some kind of reprehensible
conduct.

Those who urged that we were pro-
ceeding in a manner which required
action which would not be constitutional,
we will assume were sincere in their be-
liefs. That is, that they really thought
that what we were trying to do and the
method used was improper or as some
said contrary to the Constitution.

I can see nothing wrong ethically, or
in any other way, with an attempt to cut
off funds for a group or class of persons
that we do not like, do not want, and who
are following a policy we think is not
only bad but serious. I have been won-
dering whether, if the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from California
had provided that none of the money
should be expended in payment for the
services of individnals who are members
of the Communist Party if that would
have been improper?

If we assume that Secretary of State
Dean Acheson is one of the most pa-
triotic of men, that his sole purpose is
to serve the interest of his country, that
he is a man of extraordinary intellec-
tual ability, it is still true that our pres-
ent dangerous position in international
affairs is the result of policies which he
and his advisers conceived, formulated,
and followed.

Whatever may have been his motive
or his purpose, we have been maneu-
vered into a position where it is said
that upon the shoulders of our people—
150,000,000—rests the duty and the ob-
ligation of imposing our form of gov-
ernment, our way of life, upon other
nations—other peoples.

He and those who have been asso-
ciated with him, either as superiors or
as subordinates, are responsible for the
present situation of Russia in world af-
fairs—for the fact that Russia is, some
say, our equal—others insist, our supe-
rior—in military might. That policy
makes it possible for her to now threaten
the peace of the world, the continued
existence of the Republic.

The Acheson-Marshall policy, as it
has been characterized, is responsible for
the dilemma in which we now find our-
selves—engaged in a war in Korea which
our people neither desired nor through
their Representatives declared and from
which, to date, we know not how to
extricate ourselves.

It may be said that neither Marshall
nor Acheson, being subordinate to the
President and Commander in Chief, con-
ceived or activated the foreign policy
which we have followed. But whether
that policy originated with them or was
voluntarily implemented by them, or
whether they acted under orders, both
were, and are, free Americans and, if
they believed the policies which they
were following were detrimental to the
interests of our country, in justice to
themselves and to the country which
they served, they should have resigned.

As the fighting in World War II ap-
proached the end, as it was apparent that
the power of Germany was broken, that
Japan was suing for peace, the policy
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which was followed by the State Depart-
ment stopped our victorious armies on
their march into Berlin, gave to Russia a
foothold in Eastern Germany and,
though her aid to win victory over Japan
was not needed, permitted her to share in
the victories of the Far East, ultimately
gave her China and established com-
munism there.

It was and it is the policy of the State
Department which gave us and con-
tinues the Marshall plan, which calls year
after year for billions of dollars to aid in
feeding, clothing, housing, educating,
and raising the standard of living of mil-
lions of people all over the world,

It is the policy of the State Depart-
ment which called for the surrender of
our sovereignty, of our independence as a
Republie, for our membership in United
Nations.

It is the policy of the State Depart-
ment which calls for the fighting of an
undeclared war, for an undisclosed ob-
jective, which has caused the death of
thousands of Americans and the cost of
which in dollars, supply, suffering and
life no one can accurately estimate.

It is the policy of the State Depart-
ment which now demands the conscrip-
tion of millions of Americans, to be
transported and maintained in Europe,
over years which no one even ventures
to number. =

As a result of the policy of the State
Department, free Americans are being
regimented, shoved and pushed around
at the will of appointed, not elected,
bureauerats, and upon their shoulders
is imposed a tax burden which ulti-
mately may destroy us, bring the end
which Stalin desires. For Stalin knows,
as should we, that the danger of this
Republic, as has so often been pointed
out by our great statesmen, lies not in
aggression by a foreign foe, but in our
neglect or refusal to follow the prineci-
ples enunciated in the Constitution, the
example set by our forefathers, when
by work, thrift and individual sacrifice,
they made secure the freedom and the
prosperity which we as a people have
heretofore enjoyed.

The foregoing is but a partial and a
very brief statement of some of the re-
sults of following the policies of the State
Department, of which Dean Acheson is
the head.

A few months ago cur constituents in
overwhelming numbers demanded that
Secretary of State Acheson be removed;
that the President be impeached if he
refused to remove him.

We have been told that the Secretary
of State does not intend to resign, that
the President does not intend to ask for
his resignation. It has been pointed out
that there are insufficient votes to im-
peach and convict the Secretary of State.

Members of Congress have bitterly
criticized Dean Acheson. They have re-
peatedly demanded his resignation. It
is more than probable that, if the opin-
ion of individual Congressmen could be
secretly ascertained, an overwhelming
majority would favor his removal from
office either voluntarily or by request.

The State Department has lost the

confidence of the American people. That'

confidence is absolutely necessary if we
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are to have a people united behind a
foreign policy. The country will never

willingly unite behind Acheson. They do

not trust him.

If a majority of the Members of Con-
gress sincerely desire that some other in-
dividual head the State Department, they
now have the opportunity to make that
desire effective.

That which the Congress creates, the
Congress can abolish. In 1789 the Con-
gress declared:

There shall be at the seat of government
an executive department to be known as
the “Department of State,” and a Secretary
of State, who shall be the head thereof
(Revised Statutes, sec. 199),

The State Department exists because
and only because of legislation enacted
by the Congress.

The Constitution provides that—

No money shall be drawn from the Treas-
ury but .in consequence of appropriations
made by law.

It may be true that Congress cannot
by direct action remove Secretary of
State Acheson but it certainly has au-
thiority to abolish the office which he
holds and it is equally certain that the
Department cannot function except as
the Congress appropriates money for
that purpose.

It is idle to say that the Congress
cannot cause Mr. Acheson to be re-
moved.

It is doubtful if the President, Con-
gress putting to him squarely the issue
of whether he call for the resignation
of Secretary of State Acheson or face a
situation where the Department of
State, the office of a Secretary of State,
was abolished, would refuse to ask Dean
Acheson to resign.

Boiled down, the issue is whether the
Congress has the courage and the de-
termination to insist upon the resigna-
tion or removal of a Secretary of State in
whom the people have lost confidence
and who has, over an extended period
of time, been sympathetic toward the
policies of Communist Russia, or whether
it will permit Mr. Truman to continue
in office a man whose policies, whatever
may have been his motive or purpose,
have permifted a communistic-domi-
nated Russia to threaten the people of
the world—the security of our Republic.

It is unfortunate that a majority of
the Congress will not now, when oppor-
tunity offers, take action which will oust
Mr. Acheson,

A TEST OF SINCERITY

When Douglas MacArtbur was so
abruptly relieved of his command in the
Far East by President Truman, hun-
dreds of thousands of our constituents
protested that action and demanded that
Secretary of State Dean Acheson, who
was believed to be responsible for that
action, be removed.

Many of us advised our constituents
that we agreed with them in their state-
ment that Acheson had lost the con-
fidence of the American people and
should be removed. We promised to do
everything we could to see that he was
removed. Have we lost our courage or
do we now want more of the Acheson-
Marshall policy?
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The votes necessary to remove Dean
Acheson are not available but the same
purpose can be accomplished by telling
Mr, Truman that we will not provide
funds for the operation of the State De-
partment as long as Acheson directs its
activities.

If it be said that such a procedure
which would cut off funds for other de-
partments would be unfair and unjusti-
fied, the answer is that, until such an at-
titude be taken, until we show by our
acts that we are sincere and will act, the
Executive can and always will force its
policies and personnel upon the Congress
by inecluding in every appropriation bill
an appropriation for departments which
are not under criticism.

Only by sending an appropriation bill
back to committee with specific instrue-
tions can the Congress regain its au-
thority to determine the policies to be
followed by an executive department.

To prove our sincerity when we prom-
ised to take every effective action to re-
move Acheson, should we not now avail
ourselves of this opportunity—force the
President to remove Acheson, the friend
of Hiss. Which does the President de-
sire—the confidence of the peoplz or the
retention of Acheson as Secretary of
State? He cannot have both.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HorF=-
maN] has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York [Mr. RooNEY].

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I am
quite surprised that the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. Forpl, for whom I have
the greatest respect and who has a great
deal of real ability, should offer this ill-
sdvised amendment.

If I make any misstatement with re-
gard to the figures I am about to quote,
I trust the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Forpl will ask me to yield to him,
g'.lt I believe I have the same figures he

as.

Insofar as the Department of State
is concerned in this amendment, and
considering our irportant overseas ac-
tivities covering the whol2 world, this
amendment would apply to exactly two
American full-time chauffeurs. It
would apply, however, to 443 overseas
foreigners, both full time and part time,
paid out of the Department salaries and
expenses appropriation. Now, over-
seas, throughout our 300 diplomatic
pests, we must have locals driving our
carc. If there is an accident, it is not
proper, it is not the feasible thing to
have an American driving our embassy
car. If he were to run down a young-
ster he would involve us in all sorts of
ill feeling with the people of that city or
nation.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan.

Mr. FORD. The chart which I have,
which was prepared by the Joint Com-
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential
Federal Expenditures, and was received
by Senator Fercuson from the senior
Senator from Virginia, Mr. Byrp, is on
page 6320. The chart shows that for
the Department of State there were, as



8980

of the date mentioned in my remarks,
37 full-time chauffeurs and other em-
ployees employed as full-time drivers.

Mr. ROONEY. I do not know where
Senator FErcusoN got the information
on which he embarked on his expedi-
tion, as the result of which he proposes
to save a handful of dollars. But I as-
sure you the figures I have from the De-
partment of State show number of
overseas chauffeurs fiscal year 1952
budgeted under departmental salaries
and expenses: American, full time, 1;
American, part time, 1. Locals, full time,
382; part time, 61.

Let me interrupt myself here to say
that I have been most critical of the
business of all these Government cars
and chauffeurs traveling around Wash-
ington. We see them up here on the
Hill every day. We can save money
with regard to some of them, but I be-
lieve in saving money sensibly.

Let us take the Department of Justice,
in which is included the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, the Federal
Prison System, and other highly impor-
tant branches of our Government. The
Department itself has in the District of
Columbia exactly 10 chauffeurs. They
have 6 cars, 2 station wagons, and 4
trucks for mail, and so forth, which those
10 chauffeurs drive. Do you think it
is sensible to cut them out?

Although the FBI is excepted under
the terms of the genfleman’'s amend-
ment, I might point out that there are
only five chauffeurs in the FBI in Wash-
ington.

In the Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service here in Washington there
are only nine chauffeurs.

In the Bureau of Prisons there is only
one.

These are the facts. Mr. Chairman, I
do not like this business here in the Dis-
trict of Columbia of too many chauffeur-
driven cars any more than anyone else,
but let us be sensible about this pending
amendment,

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Georgia.

Mr. COX. It would seem to me that
if the time of the people affected by this
amendment is worth anything, the
amendment ought to be rejected.

Mr. ROONEY. I thoroughly agree
with the gentleman.

With regard to the people whom this
amendnmrent affects, the 443 foreigners I
mentioned a while ago, they are mostly
paid overseas from counterpart funds.
Is it not more sensible to use foreigners
to drive our embassy cars in many places
overseas and pay them out of our sur-
plus property credits rather than have
these eredits remain unused and prob-
ably never collected?

Mr. FLOOD. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield? -

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FLOOD. Is it not a fact that the
average salary of such employee over-
seas is about $1,200 or $1,300 a year?

Mr. ROONEY. I do not believe it is
that high,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Mr, Chairman, I ask that the so-called
Ford automobile amrendment be voted

‘down as ill-advised.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired,
all time on this amendment has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Forpl.

The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. Forp) there
were—ayes 97, noes 121,

So the amendment was rejected.
Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WiLLiams of
Mississippl: On page 58, after line 14, add
the following new sentence:

“None of the funds appropriated in this
act shall be used to pay an assessment to
any international organization which ex-
ceeds one-third of the total annual cost
thereof.” -

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may extend their remarks in the Recorp
immediately preceding the vote on the
so-called Phillips amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, on yesterday I offered an
amendment which was identical in pur=
pose with the amendment I now offer;
however, the amendment which I offered
on yesterday was hastily drawn, I confess,
and was subject to a point of order.

I am therefore resubmitting the
amendment to the House and honestly
ask your serious consideration. The
purpose of the amendment is to place a
ceiling on the United States propor-
tionate share of funds to maintain these
international organizations. I think it is
fair—I think it is proper—that the
United States should be called upon to
pay its proportionate share; by the same
token, I believe that it is unfair and im-
proper that we should be called upon to
pay a disproportionate share, particu-
larly in view of the fact that we are fight-
ing 95 percent of the United Nations
war in Korea today. i

A study was made last year by both
the House Foreign Affairs Committee
and the Foreign Relations Committee of
the other body on the subject of Amer-
ica’s proportionate contribution to these
various organizations. We find from
this report which accompanied House
Joint Resolution 334, Eighty-first Con-
gress, that contributions of the United
States fo various international organiza-
tions have ranged from 4 percent to
more than 75 percent. We find that the
United Nations, which I understand is
composed of some 59 or 60 member na-
tions, was being supported during the
fiscal year 1950 to the extent of 39.89
percent by the United States. That, I
repeat, is not to mention the thousands
of American boys who have died on the
battlefields of Korea, fichting alongside

Mr,

-the token 5 percent contribution of the

United Nations in manpower.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I
yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. TABER. The gentleman should
be complimented on offering this amend-
ment, which will place some of our for-
eign relations more in line with what
they should be financially.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I
thank the gentleman. Common sense
and fairness, in my opinion, dictates that
this amendment, limiting our contribu-
tions to 3315 percent of the total, be
adopted.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. PHILLIPS. I want to point out
that there are figures in my office which
prove that the citizens of other nations
have imposed upon them a lower per
capita debt than the citizens of the
United States.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That
is undoubtedly true. I may say further
that the arguments made yesterday to
the effect that we are legally bound to
support these organizations to any dis-
proportinate extent are completely and
wholly, in my opinion, in contradiction
of the Constitution of the United States.

Mr, STEED. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippl, I
yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr, STEED. I agree with the gente-
man that the least a nation should do
would be to confribute as much money
as its nationals employed at the UNO
receive back. Does the gentleman know
of any instance where that is not so?
From the percentages the gentleman
gives of America’s contribution, it would
indicate that some nations, for their own
nationals employed there, received more
than those nations put in,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The
gentleman is probably correct. I do not
have those figures, but I do know that
most of the money that is paid into these
organizations by these other countries is
given to them by us through the Mar-
shall plan, so that we are actually paying
a much greater percentage than might
appear on the surface.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield
to the gentleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. ALBERT. Why should we pay
33%; percent?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That
is just a figure that I drew out of the
report I mentioned a while ago. The
committee felt that this average was too
high, that is, the average that was con-
tributed in 1950, of 35.35 percent. Then
Mr. Hickerson, of the State Department,
appeared before the committee and
testified——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Mississippi?

There was no objection.
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippl. And
Mr. Hickerson said that his reference
during testimony to 334 percent was the
amount “which the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly has recognized as the
maximum that any state should in nor-
mal times be askéd to contribute” to that
organization. That was the State De-
partment’s word for it, and I think
should be the absolute ceiling.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr, Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. I would
just like to say that the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Missis-
sippi is not without precedent, because
in the supplemental appropriation bill
which passed the House here about 4
weeks ago that ceiling, the exact per-
centage which the gentleman has in his
amendment, was imposed on one of the
international funds, for the agency which
worked through the United Nations.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippl. I
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. Along the line suggest-
ed by the gentleman from California
[Mr. PaiLLIPs] a while ago, is it not a
fact that the United States owes more
money than all the rest of the world put
together; that our national debt amounts
to more than the combined national
debts of all other countries of the world
put together? If so, then why should we
try to finance the world and fight every-
body else’s wars throughout the world?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I
agree with the gentleman.

Mr. O'HARA. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. O'HARA. Can the gentleman tell
us what good some of these organiza-
tions do for the United States of Amer-
ica that would warrant even 3315 per-
cent?

Mr.-WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
tainly cannot tell the gentleman.
imagination is not that good.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, I ask unanimous
consent that all debate on the pending
amendment and all amendments thereto
close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to call to the atiention of the
Committee two reasons why this amend-
ment should not be adopted. The first
reason is that the money appropriated
in this bill is for the calendar year 1951.
All of these agencies, these international
organizations, operate on a calendar-
year basis rather than a fiscal-year
basis. The amendment offered by the
gentleman from Mississippi would im-
pose 33Y% percent on this year's oper=-
ations, and we have already obligated
ourselves to contribute, in the case of

I cer-
My
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the United Nations, 38.92 percent; the
World Health Organization, 35 percent;
the Child Welfare Organization, 35.7
percent, and UNESCO, 35.5 percent.
However, next year’s contributions have
been lowered to exactly one-third, 33%
percent, in every organization under the
United Nations, but not so for this year.
Now, several programs are under way.
Various programs operated by these spe-
cialized agencies are being conducted,
and where we, of necessity, default for
6 months, because we do not appropri-
ate until July 1, they are using funds
out of the working capital fund which
will be repaid when the United States
Government makes its contribution.
Consequently, this amendment would of
necessity force a curtailment of oper-
ations or cessation of programs that are
half way through, that have already been
started.

Of course, it would be penny-wise and
pound-foolish to stop the program in the
very middle of it or during the latter
part of the year. Second, if we adopt
this amendment, it is going to be ac-
cepted as a fair figure, and there will be
little incentive left for delegates repre-
senting the United States to these vari-
ous conferences to seek a lower figure,
because this will in effect say that 3314
is a fair percentage for the United States
Government to contribute. I do not
think that is true. I think we should
continue to strive to bring these con-
tributions down below the.3315-percent
level.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PRESTON. I yield to the gentle-
man from Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I think the House
should know that the gentleman now
addressing us is an advocate of economy
in government. The proof lies in the
fact that he was responsible for getting
a reduction in this Government’s budget
appropriation to UNESCO this year, and
has worked toward that end in years
past for all international commissions
and agencies.

Mr. PRESTON. I thank the gentle-
man for the compliment. ‘I did make the
motion in Paris on the part of the United
States Government to reduce our contri-
bution to one-third, thereby saving us
for the remaining years the sum of $435,-
000 annually. After a long debate, re-
quiring all of 1 day, the proposition was
finally carried. That will be our con-
tribution after this year. But please bear
in mind that voting for this amendment
now would disturb the program of every
specialized agency in the United Nations,
and such as the Pan-American Union,
the Pan-American Railway Congress, the
Pan-American Sanitary Organization,
the Caribbean Commission, and the In-
ter-American Institute of Agricultural
Sciences. All of those agencies would
be compelled to revise and revamp their
program for the reinainder of this cal-
endar year, After that the contribu-
tions will, as I say, to all of the United
Nations organizations be exactly one-
third, including WHO, because it was re-
duced at Geneva. The World Health
Organization contribution was reduced
at Geneva to one-third this year also. _
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So I say it is not good business, it is
not sensible, to adopt this amendment
and cause complete disruption of all of
these programs during this year. It
would certainly be more sensible to pre-
sent this amendment to this same bill
when it comes up next year. There
would be some logic, some reason in that.
But at this time it is highly inappro-
priate and untimely. I ask you to de-
feat the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.,
STEFAN].

Mr, STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from New York [Mr,
RoorEeY].

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I now
ask for a vote on the pending amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I suggest that Mem-
bers follow the logic advanced by the
able and distinguished gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. PresToN], I warn that if
we were to adopt this amendment offered
by the gentleman from Mississippi it
would do more to disrupt the har-
monious relations we have with our own
good neighbors right here in this hemis-
phere, with the peoples of Central and
South America, than any incident which
has happened in over a century,

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend-
ment be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiamsl.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. WiLriams of
%igssissippi} there were—ayes 117, noes

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.
Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. PRESTON
and Mr. WicLiams of Mississippi.

The committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes
155, noes 1317.

So the amendment was agreed to,

Mr, SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Smrre of Wis-
consin: Page 58, line 14, insert a colon at
the end of the sentence and add the follow-
ing: “Provided further, That any funds pro-
vided by this act shall not be available for
the compensation of persons performing in-
formation functions or related supporting
functions in excess of 75 percent (on an
annual basis) of the amount budgeted there-
for in the President’s budget for 1952, For
the purposes of this section the term ‘infor-
mation function' means functions usually
performed by a person designated as an in-
formation specialist, information and edito-
rial specialist, publications and information
coordinator, press relations officer or counsel,
or publicity expert, or designated by any
similar title; and the term ‘related support-
ing functions’ means functions performed by
persons who assist persons performing In-
formation functions in the drafting, prepar-
ing, editing, typing, duplicating, or dissemi-
nating of public information, publications
or releases, radio or television scripts, maga-
zine articles, and similar material.”

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. SmiTH] on the ground it is legisla=
tion on an appropriation bill, legislation

Mr.
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defining terms and functions; therefore,
contrary to the rules of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. SmitH] desire
to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin, Mr. Chair-
man, the point of order raised is not
pertinent to the purposes of this amend-
ment, which merely places a restriction
on the amount of money that might be
used where it is being used for publicity
PUTrPOSES,

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman is not addressing himself to
the point of order, but rather explaining
his amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
pleased to hear the gentleman on the
point of order. That is the question
now before the Committee.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, it is my view that this amend-
ment is in order and that it is germane
to the bill now under consideration. It
provides merely for a limitation on this
appropriation bill of 25 percent in the
amount that can be used.

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I yield to
the gentleman from Nebraska.
My, MILLER of Nebraska. As it was

read, very clearly it is merely a limita-
tion on an appropriation bill; and if that
is so, it should be in order.

The CHATRMAN (Mr. COOPER).
Chair is prepared to rule.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
SmitH] has offered an amendment,
which has been reported. The gentle-
man from New York [Mr. RoonNeY]
makes a point of order against the
amendment on the ground it contains
legislation on an appropriation bill in
violation of the rules of the ¥ouse.

While the gentleman may intend the
amendment as a limitation, it certainly
contains language that goes further than
a mere limitation on an appropriation
bill. The provision in the amendment
seeking to provide a definition, and other
language contained in the amendment,
is beyond the scope of a liaitation on an
appropriation bill. Therefore the Chair
sustains the point of order.

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JENsEN: Page
58, line 15, add a new section as follows:

“No part of any appropriation or authori-
zation contained in this act shall be used
to pay compensation of any incumbent ap-
pointed to any civil office or position which
may become vacant after August 1, 1951,
through the fiscal year 1952: Provided, That
this inhibition shall not apply—

“(a) to not to exceed 25 percent of all
vacancies;

“(b) to positions filled from within the
agency,

“(¢) to offices or positions required by law
to be filled by appointment of the President
by and with the advice and consent of the
Benate;

“(d) to the Department of Justice, except
General Administrative personnel;

*“{e) to the Bureau of Investigation;

“(f) to the judiciary branch;

*“{g) to the Civil Aeronautics Administra=-
tion;

“(h) to employees In grades CPC 1 and 2.

“Provided further, That when any depart=

The

ment or agency covered in this act has re-.
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duced their employment rolls to 80 percent

of the total number on their rolls as of Au-
gust 1, 1961, this limitation may cease to
apply.”

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I am
sure every Member of this House is
familiar with the Jensen amendments
which have already been adopted on
five appropriation bills.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will
the distinguished gentleman yield?

Mr, JENSEN. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. In view of the fact
that this very amendment has been de-
bated many times since the first appro-
priation bhill was reported this year, I
believe everyone here is familiar with
the so-called Jensen amendment. We
had a roll-call vote on it, as I recall, only
yesterday. I wonder if we cannot agree
to conclude the debate immediately and
vote?

Mr. JENSEN. There are some ex-
emptions here I think I should explain,
It will take only a short while.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin, Mr. Chair-
man, reserving the right to object, is
the gentleman asking that all debate on
this section be closed or only on the
pending amendment?

Mr. ROONEY. Merely the Jensen
amendment and all amendments thereto.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr, JENSEN. Section (d) pertains to
the Department of Justice. It exempts
the Department of Justice with the ex-
ception of general administration per-
sonnel,

Section (e) exempts the entire F'ed-
eral Bureau of Investigation.

Section (f) exempts the entire judi-
ciary branch of the Government,.

Section (g) exempts the Civil Aero-
nautics Administration.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. WALTER. Do the exemptions in-
clude the border patrol of the Immigra-
tion Service?

Mr. JENSEN. It is part of the Justice
Department, and is a law-enforcement
branch of that Department.

Mr. WALTER., Yes.

Mr. JENSEN. Yes; my amendment
would exempt them. Iam glad the gen-
tleman asked me that question.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, wilI
the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENSEN. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. ROONEY. Did not the gentleman
tell me earlier in the day when he very
kindly let me have a copy of his amend-

. ment that it did not apply to our Immi-

gration and Naturalization Service?
Mr. JENSEN. I must have misunder-
stood the gentleman,
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Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, that is exactly the
question I asked the gentleman. It
ought to exempt the Immigration Service,
because today it is woefully under-
manned and thousands of aliens are
pouring into this country over our
border,

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, it exempts the De-
partment of Justice:

Mr. JENSEN. It exempts the Depart-
ment of Justice except administration
personnel.

Mr. ROONEY. Iam glad to hear that
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service is excepted.

Mr. JENSEN. The Civil Aeronautics
Administration has not increased its
personnel in the past number of years,
and they have taken on many added
responsibilities. So, we exempted the
Civil Aeronautics Administration be-
cause we tried to encourage those agen-
cies which have done a good job in hold-
ing down their employees and hence,
their expenditures. Other than that
this amendment is identical with the
five previous amendments which I
offered and which this House has
adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Rooxey].

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, may I
point out that this proposed Jensen
amendment would include our Foreign
Service overseas. Now, if there is any
sense, with the world situation as cru-
cial as it is at this time, and with peace
in Korea in the offing, to gut our Foreign
Service by the terms of this so-called
Jensen amendment, then I just do not
understand anything. This amendment
would gut shoot the Coast and Geodetic
Survey, the Office of International Trade
of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic
Commerce, the National Bureau of
Standards, the Weather Bureau, all of

~whom have been designated as defense

agencies, The gentleman from Iowa has
no more idea of the important work on
guided missiles and proximity fuzes and
other such technical defense matters
handled by the Bureau of Standards,
which, incidentally, had a great deal to
do with our perfection of the first atcmic
bomb, than the man in the moon.

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Jensen
amendment be defeated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN].

The question was taken; and the
Chair being in doubt, the Committee
divided and there were—ayes 142, noes
127.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SmITH of Wis-
consin: On page 58, line 14, insert a colon
at the end of the sentence and the follow-
ing: “Provided further, That any funds pro=
vided by this Act shall not be avallable for
the compansation of persons performl.ng
domestic information functions or related
supporting functions in excess of 75 percent
of the amount provided herein.”
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairmah, I re-
serve a point of order against the amend-
ment.

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
nmean, I shall not take fhe full time al-
lowed me. It is late. I merely want to
point out that on three previous oc-
casions the House has adopted amend-
ments designed to limit the amount of
money that may be expended for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes.

My amendment merely proposes that
not more than 75 percent of the money
which is used for publicity purposes
shall be used within the fiscal year,
That means you have a saving of 25
percent of the amount used for that
purpose if my amendment is adopted.

The articles referred to follow:

[From the Washington (D. C.) Times-Herald
of July 19, 1951]
FREE-LANCE WRITERS PAID $1,500,000 BY STATE
DEPARTMENT
~ (By Willard Edwards)

The State Department Is subsidizing
American free-lance writers at a cost of
$1,500,000 a year. f

It is providing the major radio-broadcast=
ing systems with another million and one-
half a year in income.

Motion-picture companies are collecting
$8,500,000 annually under the State Depart-
ment's propaganda program,

OTHER GROUPS BENEFITING

So-called public-opinion polls and promi-
nent universities are receiving fat checks for
their propaganda services,

Book and magazine publishers are collect-
ing more than $1,000,000 a year for similar
activities,

Libraries and educational institutions are
recelving close to $1,000,000 annually. Press
assoclations, telegraph and cable companies,
news-reel companies, television companies,
and teletype services get another million a

ear. ‘
y This flow of gold to individuals and organ-
izations which are in a position to control
public opinion in the United States is ex-
posed in coples of ftate Department con-
tracts covering expenditure of approximately
$27,000,000 which have been secured by the
Chicago Tribune.
CONCEALED FROM FUBLIC

These contracts, carefully concealed from
the public, offer an explanation of why the
State Department continues to receive ac-
claim from certain prominent columnists,
radio commentators, spokesmen for the mo-
tion-picture industry, university officials,
magizine editors and book publishers.

The revelations of Communist influences
under State Secretary Acheson and our dip-
lomatic disasters abroad have not stemmed
a tide of printed and spoken praise of the
State Department.

Disclosure of the contracts indicates that
these supporters of Acheson have a financial
interest in keeping him in office in addition
to their sympathy for his policies.

FREE-LANCE FUND

The contracts cover only a portion.of the
operations of the State Department's inter-
national information and educational ac-
tivity branch. This is the propaganda unit
which includes the Voice of America and it is
supposed to spread the American viewpoint
throughout the world in opposition to com=-
munism. It cost the American people ap-
proximately £100,000,000 irn the last 12
months,

But much of the State Department’s
spending, the evidence reveals is devoted
to the judicious allotment of funds to per-
sons and organizations which can impress
their opinions upon the American public.
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The free-lance writer fund of 1,500,000
a year has been a jealously guarded State
Department secret. When it was first the
subject of inquiry at a recent executive ses-
sion of the House Appropriations Committee,
Edward W. Barrett, Assistant State Secre-
tary for Public Affairs, reluctantly conceded
that free-lance material was bought to a
limited extent. He said he did not know
the amount spent for such material,

INFORMATION LATER PROVIDED

The information was later provided, The
propaganda branch, it was disclosed, gave
$1,471,593 to free-lance writers in the fiscal
year just ended and planned to spend $1,502,~
355 in the current fiscal year.

Congressional investigators noted that this
fund could be parceled out to newspaper
columnists, reporters, radio commentators,
magazine writers, and similar professionals
who were beating the drums for the State
Department.

John L. Dunning, Chief, International
Press and Publications Division, was ques-
tioned about a $135,760 fund marked for
purchase of specially written byline articles.

“We purchase items from leading Amer-
ican magazine writers,” he said, “and from
experts in technological flelds. We select
a writer who is competent to cover the sub-
Ject, contract with him for the article. He
delivers it and we simply send it to our nis-
sions in the field by wireless or mail,”

CAREFUL COVER-UP

The committee got no information con-
cerning the reciplents of the money.

The contracts secured by this newspaper
revealed a number of the writers who re-
ceived money for this type of service. But
a careful cover-up was maintained in some
instances. One contract, under the heading
of the International Broadcasting Division,
read merely as follows:

Various scripts for programing.... $230, 467
Various announces. - .__---c--ac 270, 531
Various free-lance artists....._..- 38, 897

A contract with the Washington Post,
known in Washington as the State Depart-
ment’s most vociferous defender, showed the
payment of $2,060 for the printing of 50,-
000 booklets entitled "Herblock Looks at
Communism.”

Herblock Is Herbert Block, Post cartoon-
ist, whose views on communism for a period
of years have been expressed in violent at-
tacks against the House Committee on Un-
American Activities and all investigations of
subversion in the Government.

Other contracts for writing, editing, trans-
lations, layouts, art work, cartoons, and re-
search showed the following recipients of
State Department funds:

‘Wynn Stephanson, New York City, 82,392;
Richard Burgl, Chatham, N. Y., $615; George
Debs, Brooklyn, N. Y. $2,000; Aaron M.
Burns, New York City (photos, stories, art
work), $102,033; Eennedy Assoclates, New
York, $3,800; Eric Godal, New York, $550;
Nina Rittenberg, Seaford, L. I, N, Y., #900;
Simon Menache, New York, $763; Terry Haas,
New York, $1,853; Richard Schwartz, River
Edge, N. J., $1,933; Peter Palazzo, Staten
Island, N. Y., $1,600; Allen Whiting, Jr.,
Brooklyn, N, Y., $500; George Cronyn, New
York, $300.

Harris Peel, Washington, was paid $440 for
articles on the point 4 agreements. Robert
Clark Honey, Washington, received $425 for
articles covering the visit of French techni-
clans to the United States. Robert K.
Butcher, Washington, received $500 for
articles on Human Rights in the United
States.

LUCE PUBLICATIONS

Life magazine, a Henry Luce publication,
collected $500 for an American Revolution
pamphlet. Life-Time, Inc., received 85,160
in another contract and March of Time, a
motion-picture affiliate, collected $2,362 in
a contract with the State Department.
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Encyclopedia Britannieca Films, Inc., re-
ceived 87,327 for its services. William O'-
Rilley, San Juan, P. R., received $1,600 for
miscellaneous articles.

Two State Department contracts, each
worth $12,500 to the recipient, have not yet
been awarded, the records showed. One is
for a tourist behavior booklet, and the other
is for a pamphlet on information activities.

The National Society of Senlors, Inc.,
‘Washington, received, $875 for a pamphlet
entitled “Life in America for Persons
Over 60."

At the time these contracts were signed,
the international Information and educa-
tional branch of the State Department had
5,056 employees on the payroll and was ask-
ing for an increase to 9,883 employees for the

current fiscal year. The need for contracts _

such as above, with persons not on the pay-

roll, was not explained by the State

Department.

[From the Washington (D. C.)
Herald of July 22, 1951]

Movie aNp News-Reen Fmms Prorrr UNDER

STATE DEPARTMENT PLAN—EVERYONE From

PRODUCERS TO WRITERS ON GRAVY TRAIN;

ACCOUNTING OBSCURE

(By Willard Edwards)

Ten million dollars of the State Depart-
ment's propaganda fund went last year to
the motion picture industry and its em-
ployees.

News-reel companies, which devote much
of their output to the speeches of President
Truman and administration officials, gar-
nered substantial contracts from the fund.

More than 300 script writers received fat
checks ranging between $1,000 and $14,000
for composing skits to Impress foreign
people with the American viewpoint.

HAS 6,000 ON PAYROLL

Contracts were awarded to these indi-
viduals despite the fact that the State De-
partment employs 6,000 skilled professionals
at salaries between £8,000 and $12,000 a year
to provide the same material.

The subsidizing of free-lance writers, radio
broadcasters, book and magazine publishers,
universities, and educational socleties has
been revealed in previous article.. The
pouring of funds into the motion picture
world has raised the question whether this
money was devoted to anti-Communist
propaganda abroad or to combat State De-
partment criticism at home.

Becret contracts obtained by the Wash-
ington Times-Herald reveal the receipt of
large amounts by firms and individuals in
the motion picture industry. But mys-
terious gaps were encountered.

Contracts with 277 individuals, missing

Times-

from the records, were lumped under the °

heading: “Miscellaneous $383,346.”
INFORMATION UNAVAILABLE

At another point in the records, there was
a brief notation: “Miscellaneous contracts
with 21 companies or individuals—8§174,237."

In accounting for expenditure of $2,244,-
000 for motion picture equipment, a report
merely stated: “Equipment contracted in
Paris by American Embassy. Confract in-
formation not available.”

Members of the House appropriations
committee have been baffled in attempts to
get more definite information on such de-
tails from the State Department. They have
demanded the names of all recipients of a
mysterious $1,500,000 fund apportioned last
year to free-lance writers,

Investigators suspect that this fund may
have been used to increase the income of
newspaper columnists, radio commentators,
and magazine writers who have been con-
sistent defenders of State Secretary Acheson
against charges that his policies have been
influenced by Communists in his Depart-
ment,

.
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DEPARTMENT PAYS WELL

The State Department pays by Hollywood
standards when it contracts for the services
of movie script writers not on the Federal

- payroll, the contracts reveal. Here are some

of the contracts awarded to individuals in
the fiscal year of 1951:

Don G. Willlams, $4,454; Gardner Hart,
$2,500; Jay Dresser, $3,000; Frank Gulick,
$2,500; Fillimore J. Phipps, $2,800; Richard
L. G. Devereall, $1,250; Ray Hargrave, $8,000;
George Worford, $1,500; Sam Rose, $2,367;
Alex Greendale, $2,367; Willlam O’'Brien,
$1,900; Sigmund Miller, $4,100; Curtis Mitch-
ell, $2,094; Guy K. Benson, $2,951; Joseph
Krungold $6,247; George Axelrod, $1,802;
Sam .Locke, $1,845.

Lester L. Cooper, $1,690; Alden Stevens,
$2,700; James Schwep, #13,775; Erskine F.
Gilberg, $1,350; Willlam Dufty, $5,000; Paul
R. Thoma, $2,875; Paul Alley, $5,521; Ar-
thur Zegart, $2,400; Donald C. Cameron,
$1,686; Frederick K. Rockett, $1,072; Jack
Lelb, $4,614; Charles Dowus, $2,650,

$3,300 PER TRANSACTION

Twenty-nine individuals thus received
$05,800 for their services, an average of §3,~
300 a transaction.

Contracts with newsreel companies ine
cluded the following:

Warner Brothers, Inc., $67,762;

Movietone News, $3,500;

March of Time, $13,000;

REO-Pathe, $96,146;

Paramount Pictures, $13,845;

Hearst Metrotone News, $72,648.

SYRACUSE GETS $246,121

The largest contract for a motion plcture
production, the nature of which was not
identified, was with Syracuse University for
$246,121. The same university received an-
other contract for an evaluation survey, an
attempt to discover if the Voice of America
was accomplishing anything.

Other contracts with motion picture com-
panies:

Universal Pletures, $62,840; Sound Mas-
ters, Inc., $186,249; Cascade Pictures, $20,-
449; Columbia Plctures, $1,000; United
World Films, $2,600; Twentleth Century-Fox,
$1,800; Fllm Graphics, $2,000; Educational
Film Corp., $9,200; International Film Foun-
dation, $24,614; David Robbins Prod., $14,512;
Caravel Prod., $10,000; Willard Pictures, $20,-
403; A. F. Films, Inec., $10,000; Unity Films,
%5.1;1; Enickerbocker Prod., $4,032; Robert

atlisle Prod., $20,2156; Telenews Prod., $12,-
847; C. & G. Film Effects Co., $78,034; Cin-
effects, Inc., $852756; Fllm Opticals, Inc.,
£50,682; Q. Q. Motion Picture Titles, $54,168;
Reeves Sound Studios, $41,815; Emil Velazco,
Inc., $56,189; Victor Animatograph Corp.,
$132,5682.

The State Department contracted with the
Boclety for Applied Anthropology for a movie
script, the nature of which was not sup-
plied. The price was $40,500.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr, Chairman, I with=
draw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
is withdrawn.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, ap-
parently the amendment as now drawn
is parliamentarily correct.

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the amend-
ment because it does not belong in the
bill. T ask for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr, SmITH],

The question was taken:; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Smrre of
g'izsconsin) there were—ayes 131, noes

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair=

man, I demand tellers,

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. Froop and
Mr. Smite of Wisconsin,

The Committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes
154, noes 154.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk concluded reading the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose, and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Coorer, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 4747) making appropriations for
the Departments of State, Justice, Com-
merce, and the Judiciary, for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1952, and for other
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution
336 he reported the same back to the
House with sundry amendments adopted
in the Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I of-
fer a motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. Isthe gentleman op-
posed to the bill?

Mr. CLEVENGER., I am.
iflThte SPEAKER. The gentleman qual-

es.

The Clerk will report the motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CLEVENGER moves to recommit the bill
to the Committee on Appropriations with
instructions to report the same back forth-
with with the following amendment: Page
15, line 3, strike out “$85,000,000” and insert
“$70,000,000.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion to recommit.

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, on
that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 142, nays 245, not voting 486,
as follows:

[Roll No. 135]
YEAS—142

Aandahl Bishop Cunningham
Abbitt Blackney Curtis, Nebr,
Abernethy oW Davis, Ga.
Adalr Bramblett Davis, Wis,
Allen, Calif, Bray Devereux
Allen, 1. Brown, Ohio D'Ewart
-Andersen, Brownson Dolliver

H. Carl Budge Elston
Anderson, Galif. Buffett Fellows
Andresen, Burdick Fenton

August H. Bush Gamble
Armstrong Butler Golden
Ayres Byrnes, Wis. Goodwin
Baker Chenoweth Gross
Bates, Mass. Chiperfield Hall,
Beall Church Leonard W.
Beamer Clevenger Harden
Belcher Cole, Eans, Harvey
Bennett, Mich, Colmer Hess
Berry Crawford Hill
Betts Crumpacker  Hillings
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Hinshaw
Hoeven
Hoffman, Mich.
Holmes
Horan

Hull
Jackson, Calif,
James
Jenison
Jenkins
Jensen
Jonas
Kearns
Kilburn
Latham
LeCompte
Lovre
McConnell
MecCulloch
MeDonough
MeGregor

Meader
Miller, Md.

Addonizio
Albert
Allen, La,
Andrews
Anfuso
Aspinall
Auchineloss
Bailey
Bakewell
Barden
Baring
Barrett
Bates, Ky.
Battle
Beckworth
Bender
Bennett, Fla.
Bentsen
Blatnik
Boggs, Del.
lling

“Bolton~

Bonner
Bosone
Boykin
Brown, Ga.
Bryson
Buckley
Burleson
Burnside
Burton
Byrne, N, Y.
Canfield
Cannon
Carlyle
Carnahan
Case
Celler
Chelf
Chudoff
Clemente
Cole, N. Y.
Combs
Cooley
Cooper
Corbett
Cotton
Coudert
Cox

Dague
Davis, Tenn,
Dawson
Deane
DeGraffenried
Delaney
Dempsey
Denny
Dollinger
Donohue
Donovan
Doughton
Doyle
Eberharter
Elliott
Engle
Evins
Fallon
Feighan
Fernandes
Fine
Fisher
Flood
Fogarty

Miller, Nebr.
Morano
Nicholson
O'Hara
O'Konski
Ostertag
Phillips

Polk

Potter
Poulson
Rankin
Reece, Tenn.
Reed, Ill.
Reed, N. Y,
Rees, Eans,
Robeson
Rogers, Mass,
Badlak

8t. George
Schwabe
Scrivner
Scudder
Becrest
Shafer
Sheehan
Short
SBimpson, 11,
Simpson, Pa.

NAYS—245
Forand
Ford

Forrester
Frazier
Fugate
Fulton
Furcolo
Garmatz
Gary
Gathings
George
Gordon
Graham
Granahan
Granger
Grant
Green
Greenwood
Gregory
Hagen

Havenner
Hays, Ark,
Hays, Ohie
Hébert
Hedrick
Heffernan
Heller
Herlong
Herter
Heselton
Holifield
Hope
Howell
Hunter
Jackson, Wash,
Jarman
Javits
Johnson
Jones, Ala.
Jones, Mo,

Lantaff
Larcade
Lesinski
Lind
Lucas
Lyle
McCarthy
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Smith, Va.
Smith, Wis.
Springer
Stanley
Stockman
Taber
Talle
Thompson,
Mich,
Towe
Vail
Van Pelt
Van Zandt
Velde
Vorys
Vursell
Weichel
Werdel
Wharton
Wigglesworth
Williams, Miss.
Williams, N. ¥,
Wilson, Ind.
Winstead
Withrow
Wolcott
Wood, Idaho

McCormack
McGrath
MceGuire
McEinnon
McMillan
McMullen
Machrowicg
Mack, 111,
Madden

Mahon
Mansfield
Marshall
Merrow
Miller, Calif.
Mills

Mitchell
Morgan
Morris
Morrison
Morton
Moulder
Multer
Mumma
Murdock
Nelson
Norrell

Priest
Prouty
Quinn
Rabaut
Radwan
Rains
Reams
Redden
Rhodes
Ribicoff
Richards
Riehlman
Riley
Rivers
Roberts
Rodino
Rogers, Colo.
Rogers, Fla.

Sittler
Bmith, Miss,
Spence
Staggers



Bteed Trimble Wickersham
Stefan Vaughn Widnall
Stigler Vinson Willis
Button Walter Wilson, Tex.
‘Taylor Watts Wolverton
Teague Welch Yates
Thomas Wheeler Yorty
Thornberry Whitaker Zablockl
Tollefson Whitten
NOT VOTING—46

Angell Ellsworth Murray, Tenn.
Arends Gavin Murray, Wis.
Boges, La Gillette Norblad
Breen O'Brien, Mich,
Brehm Gossett Perkins
Brooks Gwinn Powell
Busbey Hall, Ramsay
Camp Edwin Arthur Regan
Chatham Halleck Saylor
Curtis, Mo Harrison, Va Smith, Eans.
Denton Harrison, Wyo. Tackett
Dingell Hoffman, I1I. Thompson, Tex,
Dondero Irving Wier
Dorn Eelley, Pa. Wood, Ga.
Durham Miller, N. Y. Woodruff
Eaton Murphy

So the motion to recommit was re-
Jjected.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Busbey for, with Mr. Eelley of Penn=-
sylvania against,

Mr. Woodruff for, with Mr. Boggs of Louisi-
ana against.

Mr. Halleck for, with Mr. Tackett agalnst.

Mr. Arends for, with Mr. Perkins against.

Mr. Harrison of Virginia for, with Mr. Dur=
ham against.

Mr. Curtis of Missourl for, with Mr.
Thompson against.

Mr. Dondero for, with Mr. Murphy against.

Mr. Gwinn for, with Mr. O’'Brien of Mich=-
igan against.
. Mr. Dorn for, with Mr. Denton agalinst.

Mr. Hoffman of Illinois for, with Mr,
Camp against.

Until further notice:

Mr. Angell with Mr. Powell.
Mr. Smith of Kansas with Mr. Murray of
Tennessee,
. Gillette with Mr. Ramsay.
Harrison of Wyoming with Mr. Dingell,
Ellsworth with Mr. Irving.
. Miller of New York with Mr. Brooks.
. Norblad with Mr. Wood.
. Saylor with Mr. Wier,
Eaton with Mr. Chatham.
Gavin with Mr. Regan.

The result of the vote was a.nnounced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

EEEEEEEE

the table,
The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

The bill was passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMAREKS

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have five legislative days in which
to extend their remarks on the bill just
passed.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT ON H. R.
1005

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may have un=
til midnight tomorrow night to file a
committee report on the bill H, R. 1005,
and that the minority may have a like
privilege.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

EXEMPTION OF ADMISSION TAX TO UNI-

FORMED MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the bill (H, R. 4601) to
provide that the admission tax shall not
apply in respect of admissions free of
charge of uniformed members of the
Armed Forces of the United States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re-
serving the right to object, Mr. Speak-
er, this is simply confined to the Armed
Forces?

PURPOSE

Mr. DOUGHTON. Yes. This bill
would exempt from admissions tax mem-

_bers of the Armed Forces of the United

States in uniform when admitted free of
charge to sporting events, moving pic-
ture theaters, and any other places sub-
ject to the admissions tax. This would
be accomplished by amending section
1700 (a) (1) of the Internal Revenue
Code, effective as to admissions on and
after the first day of the first month
which begins more than 10 days after
the date of enactment.

GENERAL STATEMENT

Under present law, persons (includ-
ing members of the Armed Forces) ad-
mitted free or at reduced rates are re-
quired to pay the same amount of tax
as a person who is charged the regular
admissions price with certain minor ex-
ceptions. Although H. R. 4473, the rev-
enue bill of 1951 which is now pending
in the Senate, would provide an exemp-
tion from admissions tax for all persons
who are admitted free to various places
of amusement, this bill is still the sub-
ject of hearings by the Senate Commit-
tee on Finance. Your committee be-
lieves that an exemption for members of
the Armed Forces of the United States
in uniform should be enacted as soon as
possible. This time of year is the height
of the sporting season, and in order
for this exemption to be of advan-
tage to servicemen, it should be enacted
prompily.

Your committee has been advised that
there is considerable reluctance upon
the part of persons who are operating

" ball parks, moving-picture theaters, and

other places of amusement to extend the
privilege of free admissions to men in
uniform because they must still go to
the trouble under present law of collect~
ing the admissions tax based upon the
established price of admissions to such
places. Your committee has also been
advised by persons who are in charge of
the recreation programs for servicemen
that it is sometimes impossible to obtain
free admittance for such personnel be-
cause of the fact that the Federal Gov-
ernment itself levies a charge for such
admissions by way of an admissions tax.
During World War II, members of the
military and naval forces of the United
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States when in uniform were exempted
from admissions tax where admissions
were free, Restoration of a similar ex-
emption during the current period of
mobilization for the national emergen-
cy would contribute greatly to the mo-
rale of the members of our Armed Foreces.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1700 (a)
(1) of the Internal Revenue Code is hereby
amended by adding at the end thereof
the following new sentence: “No tax shall
be imposed in the case of admission free of
charge of a member of the Armed Forces of
the United States when in uniform.”

Sec. 2. The amendment made by this act
shall be applicable to admissions on and after
the first day of the first month which
more than ten days after the date of the
enactment of this act.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCE FUND

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorb. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I
regret I did not have a chance to get a
vote on my amendment to cut $350,000
of the funds allocated for what is de-'
scribed as Foreign Service entertainment
in the Department of State.

It is my understanding the 1952 budget
has requested the following sums for next
year: For entertainment, Foreign Serv=-
ice, $1,000,000; entertainment or repre-
sentation international information,
$365,000; for ECA, $350,000; Interna-
tional contingencies, $100,000; Institute
of American Affairs, $42,000; miscella~-
neous items, $23,000. This is a total of
more than $1,800,000. There are prob-
ably additional items of similar nature
buried elsewhere in the appropriation
legislation for the State Department and
its associate agencies.

This is a lot of money for so-calied
entertainment. It is an item that can
well be reduced without injury to any-
one. In fact, it would be for the best
interests of the Department, and it
would help the taxpayers to the extent of
more than $300,000.

It is interesting to observe that the
item of $850,000 now included in the bill
is described as being required, and I
quote from the report, “for entertain-
ment necessary in the conduct of official
duties and purchase of flowers, wreaths,
and similar tokens for presentation in
accordance with local custom on appro-
priate occasions.” The report, of course,
does not complete the statement and ex-
plain more realistically the purpose for
which the funds are used. I should add,
however, the hearings indicate more
complete information in this respect.

My amendment, if approved, would cut
the item of $850,000 down to $500,000.
The item should be reduced even more.
The approval of the reduction by this
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House would further indicate that the
people of this country, as well as the
Congress, are not in favor of increasing
unnecessary expenditures. It would also
be notice to those who use these funds
that they should be expected to hold
such expenses in line.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to call at-
tention to the manner in which these
allowances have been increased and ap-
proved by this committee in recent years.
According to the testimony submitted,
this item of entertainment or representa-
tion in 1942 was $163,000. In 1943 it was
$185,000, and in 1944, $225,000. It has
been increasing year by year, until this
year those in charge of the State Depart-
ment have asked this Congress to ap-
propriate a million dollars for entertain-
ment, which is in cddition to $700,000
or $800,000 requested by other related
agencies, including the ECA, which is
asking for $350,000 for its entertainment
funds.

I think the House will be interested
in the further observation that the State
Department, according to figures given
me on good authority, since 1942 has
spent more than $6,000,000 for so-called
entertainment and representation.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in order that the
House may have some of the reasons
given for these large expenditures, I
would like to quote briefly from a state-
ment by a representative of the Depart-
ment before the committee in charge of
this legislation. Here is what he has to
say, and I quote:
| Members of the Foreign Service, in order
to obtain vital information to supplement
other sources of information, must build up
personal relationships with persons who can
furnish this information, This cannot be
done overnight. Initial contacts must be
cultivated over a considerable period of time.
It is only after an officer has established a
relationship of confidence that he can ask
pointed and direct questions and hope to
get at least a partially frank answer to the
many problems entering info our foreign
relations,

It would seem to me that the method
for building personal relationships and
for obtaining vital information of im-
portance to our country is, to say the
least, a risky one, if our representatives
in top-flight positions are relying on such
method in the carrying on of negotia-
tions with representatives of foreign
countries. Surely there must be a bet-
ter method of dealing with such vital
problems than to depend so much upon
such procedure,.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet
at 11 o’clock tomorrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT AMEND-
MENTS OF 1951

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the con-
ferees on the bill (S. 1717) to amend and
extend the Defense Production Act of
1950 and the Housing and Rent Act of
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1947, as amended, may -have until mid-
night Saturday to file a report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

PROGRAM FOR JULY 27

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 30 seconds.

The SPEAKER., Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, in
relation to the program tomorrow the
first order of business will be the peace-
with-Germany resolution. It isexpected
that will not take long, as it was unani-
mously reported out of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Thereafter we will take up the off-
shore tidelands bill.

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr., McCORMACK. I yield.

Mr. McGREGOR. Does the majority
leader expect to work Saturday?

Mr. McCORMACK. No; I do not ex-
pect to.

Mr. McGREGOR. I thank the gen-
tleman.

DOUBLE PAYMENT OF VETERANS'
TUITION

Mr. KARSTEN of Missouri, Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. KARS of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I noticed an article in the press
yesterday about double payment of tui-
tion to certain universities, which is
now being investigated by a House com-
mittee,

During the last Congress, a bill was
reported by the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs, H. R. 7057, Public Law 571,
Eighty-first Congress, which provided
that funds paid to land-grant colleges,
under the Land Grant Acts, should not
be taken into consideration in connec-
tion with funds received by the same
colleges for training veterans under the
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act. The
legislation was opposed by the Comp-
troller General as well as the Bureau of
the Budget because in principle it pro-
vided double payment for the same serv-
ices, with the Government footing the
bill.

I opposed the bill, as did the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. KeaTinG],
and evidence was produced on the floor,
in the form of vouchers and other docu-
ments showing these duplicate pay-
ments under the Land Grant Acts and
the servicemen’s readjustment law, list-
ing the same professors at the same sala-
ries. I recall one case of six professors
in a western university whose salaries
were partially paid under the Morrill-
Nelson and Bankhead-Jones.Acts and
I submitted the voucher to the House
which showed that $2,000 had been paid
to these professors under the land-grant
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laws. I pointed out to the House that
we found the same university coming
in with a cost estimate, listing these
professors’ salaries, for reimbursement
under the Servicemen's Readjustment
Act, and they made no deduction for
the $2,000 they had already received
under the Land Grant Act.

The Veterans' Administration esti-
mated the cost of this bill at $10,000,000.
Here you have the Federal Government
paying $20,000,000 for $10,000,000 worth
of service.

The roll call on that bill is very in-
teresting, It is in the Recorp of March
20, 1950, and is found in the CoONGRES-
sIoNAL REcorp, volume 96, part 3, page
3657. Those who are complaining the
loudest about double tuition today voted
for the bill. Four members of the Select
Committee Investigating Educational
Training voted for the bill and two Mem-
bers were paired for the bill, which rati-
fied and authorized future duplicate
payments. Here you have a majority of
a congressional committee voting for
double payments and now complaining
because the payments are being made,

HON. VERA BUCHANAN

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr, Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker,
the success of Mrs. VERA BUCHANAN in
the Thirty-third District of Pennsyl-
vania to replace her revered husband in
this House was an important victory for
the Democratic cause in our country.

We of Pennsylvania knew that Mrs.
BucuHANAN would be the victor, but we
have been most pleased and happy with
the size of her majority.

And let there be no mistake about the
campaign. Mrs. BucHANAN carried on
her crusade without mineing words. She
supported the Democratic administra-
tion, and she believes in the program
which the administration is carrying on
through Congress. She stood four-
square behind our President. Her op-
ponent was vehement in his eriticism of
our program. The people made the de-
cision, and more than 60 percent of them
stood with Mrs. BUCHANAN.

This is the fourth special electionh held
this year. The results of these elections
have been most interesting. They show
a steady rise in Democratic strength.
On March 9, in Missouri, the Democrats
received 43.2 percent of the vote. Then
on April 14, in Kentucky the Democratic
majority was recorded as 55.3 percent.
In West Virginia on July 17, the Demo-
cratic majority was 58.4 percent. Mrs.
BucHANAN received a majority of 61.8
percent.

These results are indicative of the
temper of the American people. They
reflect a desire on the part of the people
to have a vigorous representation in
Washington supporting our administra-
tion. This steady rise in Democratic
strength means that our people want
action to continue the President’s strug-
gle to achieve peace in our world and
security here at home.
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Note this, Mr. Speaker, in the elections
in Eentucky, West Virginia, and Penn-
sylvania, the percentage of Democratic
E:tes 9‘lv‘;'ala measurably higher than it was

1946.

EXTENSION OF REMAREKS

By unanimous consent permission to
extend remarks in the Appendix of the
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. FocarTY and to include a speech
delivered this morning by Hon. JorN O.
PasTorg, Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. Larcape in three instances and to
include extraneous matier.

Mr. Wirson of Texas and to include
an editorial.

Mr. CLEMENTE and to include a news-
paper article.

Mr. Mourper (at the request of Mr.
Jones of Missouri) in three instances
and to include extraneous matter,

Mr. Green and to irclude an article
that appeared in the Reporter.

Mr. Ramsay and to include a letter
appearing in the Ashland (Ky.) Inde-
pendent.

Mr. LANE in three instances and to in-
clude an editorial and other extraneous
maftter.

Mr. AncGeLL and to inclade an editorial.

Mr. VAN ZanpT, Mr. JouNsoN, and Mr.
Gooowin and to include extraneous
matter,

Mr, BURDICK.

Mr. BurrerT in two instances and to
include excerpts.

Mr. Scupper and to include an edi-
torial.

Mr. Mack of Washington and to in-
clude extraneous matter,

Mr. VELDE.

Mr. Sapraxk in connection with the fu-
neral of Mr. Charles Ryan, secretary to
a Congressman,

Mr. Rankmn and to include a bill he
introduced for the creation of a Mis-
souri Valley Authority.

Mr. SmitH of Wisconsin to revise and
extend his remarks in the Committee of
the Whole and include excerpts.

Mr. RoonEy to revise and extend the
remarks he made in the Committee of
the Whole today and include certain ex-
traneous matter.

Mr. Anruso (at the request of M.
Rooxney) and to include certain extra-
neous matter.,

Mr. Brown of Ohio and to include the
text of an address before the Massachu-
setts Legislature by Gen. Douglas Mac=-
Arthur, General of the Army.

Mr. CLEMENTE in five instances.

Mr. EnGcLE and to include extraneous
maftter. ]

Mr. SIEMINSKI in two instances and in
each to include extraneous mattier.

Mr. GaTHINGS and to include an article,

Mr. Rasaur and to include a speech
delivered by Dean Acheson at the birth-
day celebration.

Mr. RaeauT to revise and extend the
remarks he made in the Committee of
the Whole today and include extraneous
matter.

Mr. GRANGER,

Mr. McGRATH.

Mr. Jackson of Washington (at the

request of Mr. Mawsrierp) and to include

extraneous matter,
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Mr. Ruopes and to include a state-
ment by Paul A, Strachan, president of
the American Federation of Physically
Handicapped.

Mr, PHILBIN,

Mr. MeapEr to revise and extend the
remarks he made in the Committee of
the Whole today and to include extra-
neous matter,

Mr, JENSEN.

Mr. Jowas and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. WeicHEL and to include additional
matter.

Mr. DonpeEro (at the request of Mr.
MarTIN of Massachusetts) and to in-
clude an address this morning at the
Brumidi celebration in the Rotunda.

Mr. Jupp in three separate instances
and in each to include extraneous
matter.

Mrs. RoceErs of Massachusetts and to
include an article appearing in the
Times-Herald.

Mr. Hacen in three instances and to
include extraneous matter.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of absence
was granted as follows tc:

Mr. Smita of Kansas (at the request
of Mr, Rees of Kansas), for 15 days, on
account of serving on maneuvers with
National Guard.

Mr. SavLor, for an indefinite period, on
account of official committee.business.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee on
House Administration, reported that
that committee had examined and found
truly enrolled a bill of the House of the
following title, which was thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R.997. An act for the relief of William
J. Drinkwine.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BECEWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 6 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.), under
its brevious order, the House adjourned
until tomorrow, Friday, July 27, 1951, at
11 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

Under clause 2, of rule XXIV, the fol-
lowing bill with Senate amendments
thereto, was taken from the Speaker’s
table ang referred as follows:

H. R.2416. An act relating to the exclusion
from gross income of income from discharge
of indebtedness, to the Committee on Ways
and Means and ordered to be printed with
the amendments of the Senate numbered,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker's table and referred as follows:

647. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a pro-
posed supplemental appropriation for the
fiscal year 1052 in the amount of £285,000
for the Department of the Interfor (H. Doc.
No. 208); to the Committee on Appropria=
tlons, and ordered to be printed.

648. A letter from the Attorney General,
transmitting a letter relative to the case of
Georgette Jeanne Willlams, file No. 7450296

CR 20659, ana requesting that it be with-
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drawn from those before the Congress and
returned to the jurisdiction of the Depart-
ment of Justice; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 356. Resolution for considera-
tion of House Joint Resolution 289, joint
resolution to terminate the state of war be-
tween the United States and the Govern-
ment of Germany; without amendment
(Rept. No. 758). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. DOUGHTON: Committee on Ways and
Means. H. R, 4601. A bill to provide that
the admission tax shall not apply in respect
of admissions free of charge of uniformed
membpers of the Armed Forces of the United
States; without amendment (Rept. No. T766) .
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. VINSON: Committee on Armed Serv-
lces. H. R. 4214. A Dbill to authorize cer-
tain construction at military and naval in-
stallations, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 767). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
Slate of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports
of committees were delivered-to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
8. 543. An act for the relief of Elizabeth
Jean Clarke; without amendment (Rept. No.
759). Referred to the Committee of the
‘Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judi-
clary. 8. 581. An aect for the relief of
Kiyoko and Chiylko Ishigo; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 760). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
S. 585. An act for the rellef of Shizu Fujil
and her son, Suenori Pujii; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 761). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H. R. 700. A bill for the relief of
Dora Jenny Wagner; with amendment (Rept.
No. T762). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. CHELF: Committee on the Judiciary.
H. R. 1413. A bill for the relief of Franz
Geyling; with amendment (Rept. No. 763).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House,

Mr. GOSSETT: Committee on the Judi-
clary. H. R, 1463. A bill for the relief of
David Lee Harrigan; with amendment (Rept.
No. 764). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr, FEIGHAN: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. ‘H. R, 2166. A bill for the relief of
Matthew Terry; without amendment (Rept.
No. 765). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. BAILEY:
H.R.4959. A bhill to continue the improve=

ment and protection of the natural resources
of the United States by providing for the
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transfer to the States of certain lands ac-
quired under the Bankhead-Jones Farm
Tenant Act and held by such States under
jease; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MOULDER:

H. R. 4060. A bill to amend the act of July
31, 1045, to authorize Federal payments to
the States in the case of certain toll bridges
made free prior to January 1, 1853; to the
Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. PHILLIFS:

H.R.4961. A bill to authorize the estab-
lishment of the Palm Canyon National Mon-
ument, in the State of California, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. BELCHER:

H.R.4962. A bill to provide an Increased
penalty for the sale of narcotic drugs, to
persons under 21 years of age, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. JACKSON of Washington:

H.R.4963. A bill to authorize the con=-
struction, operation, and maintenance of
certain fuel-fired electric generating plants
in order to make it possible for the Depart-
ment of the Interior to meet certain defense
power requirements in the Pacific Northwest,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Public Works.

By Mr. McEINNON:

H.R.4964. A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to enlarge existing water-
supply facilities for the San Diego, Calif,
area in order to insure the existence of an
adequate water supply for naval and Marine
Corps installations and defense production
plants in such area; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mr. DOYLE:

H.R.4965. A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to sell and convey to Sam
Arvanitis and George Arvanitis a parcel of
land consisting of one-quarter acre, more
or less, situated at the Naval Ammunition
and Net Depot, Seal Beach, Calif.; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. BARTLETT:

H. R.4966. A bill governing the hospitali-
Ezation of the mentally ill of Alaska, and au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
locate, establish, construct, equip, and op-
erate a hospital for the mentally i1l of Alaska
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. VAN ZANDT:

H. Con. Res. 142, Concurrent resolution to
establish the Joint Committee on Railroad
Retirement Benefits; to the Committee on
Rules.

H. Can. Res. 143, Concurrent resolution to
provide funds for the expenses of the inves-
tigation and study authorized by House
Concurrent Resolution 142; to the Commit-
tee on House Administration.

By Mr. ARMSTRONG:

H. Con. Res. 144. Concurrent resolution
concerning the Secretary of State; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMAS:

H. Res. 357. Resolution to provide for an
Investigation of action taken by the Defense
Production Administration and other agen-
cles with respect to certificates of necessity
for emergency facilities, in authorizing con-
struction, and in making direct loans for
plant expansion; to the Committee on Rules.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as
follows:"

By the SPEAEKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the State of Delaware, memorializ=
ing the President and the Congress of the
United States relative to an act providing
that the State of Delaware may enter into
a compact with any other State for mutual
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helpfulness in meeting any civil defense
emergency or disaster; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BATES of Massachusetts (by
request) :

H. R. 4967, A bill for the relief of Antonino
Genovese; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

7 By Mr. BUCKLEY:

H.R.4968. A bill for the relief of Donato
Calabrese and Carmela Catalano Calabrese;
to the Committ e on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CAMP:

H. R. 4969. A bill for the relief of Susa
Yukiko Thomason; to the Comiaittee on the
Judiciary. i

By Mr. JUDD:

H. R. 4970. A bill for the relief of Theodore
J. Lindstrom and Fred C. Carlson; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H. R. 4971. A bill for the relief of Josefina
V. Guerrero; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. +

By Mr. PHILLIPS: .

H.R.4972. A bill for the relief of Kichizo
and Yasu Nakagawa; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER:

H. Con. Res. 145. Concurrent resolution
favoring the granting of the status of per-
manent residence to certain aliens; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

364. By Mr. BEAMER: Petition of the con-
gregation of the First Christlan Church,
Marion, Ind,, requesting that every effort be
put forth to bring about the release of Wil-
liam N, Oatis; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

365. By Mr. THORNBERRY: Petition of
citizens of the Tenth Congressional District
of Texas, requesting that the Tovnsend bill
be brought out of committee so that ade-
quate care may be taken of our aged citizens;
to the Committee on Ways and Means. |

366. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Filipino
Businessmen's Association of Honolulu,
Honolulu, T. H., relative to supporting and
endorsing H. R. 4298 to confer upon Hawail
the status of a State for purposes of the
immigration and naturalization laws and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

SENATE
Fripay, Jury 27, 1951

(Legislative day of Tuesday, July 24,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D. offered the following
prayer:

Eternal Spirit, whose inward fellow-
ship means cleansing, peace and power,
we come asking that there may be dis-
solved the barriers that keep our souls
from Thee. Save us, we pray, from a
towering self-sufficiency that will not
.even recognize our need, from an im-
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penitence too proud to confess guilt, and
from the spiritual blindness that sees
vividly the visible but is uraware of the
invisible and eternal. May this noontide
pause in the busy day be but the symbol
of zones of quiet we habitually keep in-
violate around our too agitated lives.
We confess that the world is too much
with us, in getting and spending we lay
waste our powers. Save us from crip-
pling pessimism and despair. Build
Thou our inner strength and grant that
we may be among those who stand in
the evil day and having done all still
stand. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McCFARLAND, wnad
by unanimous consent, the reading of
the Journal of the proceedings of Thurs-
day, July 26, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting a
nomination was communicated to the
Senate by Mr. Hawks, one of his secre-
taries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant
reading clerk, announced that the House
had passed the following bills, in which
it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. R. 4601. An act to provide that the ad-
missions tax shall not apply in respect of
admissions free of charge of uniformed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces of the United
Btates; and

H. R. 4740, An act making appropriations
for the Departments of State, Justice, Com-
merce, and the Judiciary, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1952, and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (H. R. 997) for the relief
of William J. Drinkwine, and it was
signed by the Vice President.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were each read
twice by their titles and referred as
indicated:

H. R.4601. An act to provide that the ad-
missions tax shall not apply in respect of
admissions free of charge of uniformed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces of the United
States; to the Committee on Finance,

H.R.4740. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of State, Justice, Com-
merce, and the Judiciary, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1952, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

On request of Mr. SaLToNsTALL, and by
unanimous consent, he and Mr. SmiTH of
New Jersey were excused from attend-
ance on the session of the Senate later
this afternoon for 2 hours in order to
attend the funeral of Admiral Sherman.
TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

Mr. McFARLAND. My, President, I
ask unanimous consent that Senators be
permitted to make insertions in the Rec-
oRrp, and transact routine business, with-
out debate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.
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